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_ WE HAVE NOT HITHERTO NoTIcEeD the reports as to the 
fesignation of Baron Channell which have been in circu- 
ation during the last two or three months, because we 
elieved them to be mere gossip, founded on the knewn 





tention of the learned judge to retire before long, and | 


ot upon any actual fact. Within the last few days it 
has been announced in the various daily papers that there 
was an actual vacancy in the Court of Exchequer, but 
we believe that this was not the case at the time these 
latements were made. The fact is, as we understand upon 


pretty good authority, that the learned judge, find- | 
ay . poeple. agape, with criminal law. He acknowledges the lawfulness of 


g his physical powers unequal to the exertion of 
Ravelling circuit, has intimated to the Lord Chan- 


fellor his wish to retire at all events before the next | § ¢ 
| is the language of a fair and reasonable man, and Mr. 


Rircuit, or at such earlier time as may be thought most 
onvenient. We believe that the actual time of the 
Jearned judge’s retirement was not definitely arranged 
wntil yesterday; but, as we go to press, we have in- 


formation, on which we can rely, that Mr. Charles ; 
| of master and servant. 


Pollock, Q.C., has been appointed a Baron of the Ex- 
phequer, in the room of Baron Channell. Sir W. F. 
Channell, throughout a long career, has carned the 
Pesteem and confidence of the profession as a learned, 
painstaking, and conscientious judge. His considered 
judgments have been distinguished by clearness, sound 
Reasoning, and accuracy. This last characteristic is 
of high value on the judicial bench, and in this, as in 
other respects, no small difficulty will be experienced in 
@nding his equal. As one of the best examples of the 
earned baron’s characteristics, we may mention his 
udgment in the Alexandra case, in which, it will 
be remembered, he formed one of the minority in 
ihe Court of Exchequer. Though the learned judge 
has found it necessary to seek relief from the strain 
Upon his health imposed by circuit work, those who 
had opportunities of observing the part he took in the 
pusiness in banc during the term just past, will regret 
that the services of a judge, possessed of such great know- 
edge of legal principles, and such discrimination in their 
careful application to facts, should be lost to the public. 
The quiet atmosphere of the Privy Council, where he 
ould be removed from the hurry and bustle which 
fax so severely the physical energies of circuit judges, 
Would seem to be exactly the situation where his still 
Vigorous faculties could be made available for the public 
enefit. 





Mr. Justice Brett's seNTENcE on the gas stokers has, of 
®ourse, produced much commentary in the ordinary daily 
Rewspapers. But it is perhaps in the Beehive, the 
Weekly “people’s paper,” that we learn most truly what 
the class most affected thinks of it. There appears to 
®e a good deal of indignation at its severitv, but none, 

br scarcely any, at the justice of the conviction on which 
Hwas founded. The lawyers whose opinions have been 
bbtained are not, it is true, much known either in 
4incoln’s Inn or Westminster Hall, but they have ar- 
Tived at the right conclusion upon the somewhat obscure 








law of conspiracy. There can be no doubt that Mr. 
Justice Brett’s summing up was correct, and indeed in 
many passages, which are fairly quoted by the Beehive, 
it was highly favourable to the defendants. The jury 
however convicted, and it then became the duty of the 
judge to consider the sentence to be passed. The jury 
recommended the prisoners to mercy, but the judge, 
for reasons which he stated very fully and frankly, 
did not feel able to listen to the recommendation. 
He considered that twelve months’ imprisonment was 
a proper penalty, and we do not desire by any 
means to be considered to challenge his decision. Of 
one thing we are sure; it was a penalty dictated 
by the strongest view of judicial duty, and we cannot, 
therefore, read without indignation the comments made 
upon it by the middle class contributors to the working 
man’s newspaper. Mr. Beesley, who is not a “ working 
man ”’ in the ordinary sense of the term, but a Professor 
of English at one of our London Colleges, permits him- 


| self to call the sentence “ savagely cruel,” and in other 


“ 


parts of the Beehive it is stigmatised as “ vindictive.” 
Such epithets are unworthy of working men, and we must 
say, in justice, that it is not working men who use them. 
They are the phrases of those who present themselves as 
the guides and teachers of working men. It is refresh- 
ing, amidst so much exaggeration, to read in the Beehive 
the calm and sensible observations of Mr. Henry 


| Crompton. This gentleman, from the position which 


he once held, and we believe still holds, as a clerk 
of assize on one of the county circuits, really is acquainted 


the gas stokers’ conviction, and recommends an agitation 
against the law which admits of such conviction. This 


Crompton may be quite sure that all lawyers—although 


| in Mr. Beesley’s estimation they belong to a “ narrow, 


selfish, reactionary corporation ’”’—will welcome discus- 
sion upon the desirability of an amendment of the law 


Meanwhile Mr. Beesley proposes a truly heroic remedy. 
It seems that he has already recommended mixed juries 
in cases connected with trade disputes; that is to say 
juries composed partly of working men. But the audacity 
of Mr. Justice Brett in rejecting what he conceived to be 
a mistaken recommendation to mercy, has convinced Mr. 
Beesley that what is wanted is not workmen jurors but 
workmen judges. ‘No doubt,” he adds, “such a proposal 
as this will seem little short of blasphemous to the 
middle and upper classes and their organs the lawyers.” 
We do not pronounce on the “blasphemy” of the pro- 
position. But we do venture to pronounce the proposi- 
tion to be both absurd and mischievous. No specially 
packed tribunal can ever be fit to adjudicate upon crimi- 
nal matters. Civil disputes may perhaps sometimes be 
referred with advantage to class judges. The adminis- 
tration of criminal law ought always to be in the hands 
of the same persons, no matter what the prisoner may be 
or to whatclass he may belong. Mr. Beesley may think 
himself justified in complaining that a jury as at present 
summoned is likely to be prejudiced against a workman. 
There is no evidence whatever of the existence of such 
a prejudice. But if it existed the remedy would be by 
an alteration in the general qualification for jurors, not in 
the creation of a class Court. 





In commentrInG last week upon Mr. Justice Denman’s 
observations at Durham in reference to the disallowance 
of costs of prosecutions, we observed that a short time 
ago it had not been the practice to disallow expenses of 
plans and the like in capital cases. It rather appears 
from the letters which have been published in the T7'imes 
during the week, that the practice of the Treasury has 
not been altered. Mr. Lingen, writing from the Treasury 
in a letter published on the 31st ult., says that he is au- 
thorised to deny that the Treasury has been in the habit 
of disallowing such expenses on such trials. Mr. Shuttle- 
worth, who taxes costs in Lancashire, in a letter published 
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in the Ist inst., states that he has always allowed similar 
expenses in similar cases, and never heard of their being 
disallowed. Mr. Gorst on the next day writes to correct 
the error into which he considers Mr. Shuttleworth to 
have fallen of supposing that all the costs which he allows 
are paid, and he quotes the strong observations made by 
two judges in the Court of Queen’s Bench to which we 
referred last week. From Mr. Shuttleworth’s reply in 
yesterday’s T'imes it appears, as might have been supposed, 
that he knew very well that the Treasury had disallowed 
some costs which he had allowed, but knew also from ex- 
perience in former cases that the particular costs as to 
which the question arose at Durham would not have been 
disallowed. 

We cannot, however, admit that the fact that the 
Treasury would probably have passed the particular ex- 
penses in question shifts the blame entirely from the 
Treasury. It cannot be denied that the practice, illegally 
introduced at the Treasury according to the opinion of 
the Judges in the Queen’s Bench, was the real cause of 
the prosecution at Durham not having been got up as it 
should have been. The Treasury have been in the habit 
of revising the taxations of costs made by the proper 
officers on the spot who know all about the cases. There 
is, therefore, no means of knowing beforehand, with any 
reasonable certainty, what will be allowed, and 
what not. If in two or three cases, say of man- 
slaughter, the expense of a plan is disallowed by 
Treasury officials, who have no means whatever of judg- 
ingof thenecessity of having the plan, notwithstanding that 
the officer on the spot, who heard the case, has allowed the 
expense as a necessary one, is it to be wondered at that in 
the next case of murder the expense should not be in- 
curred, or if incurred, should be disallowed by the local 
officer, for fear of its being disallowed at the Treasury ? 
And in such a case, is it any real answer for the Treasury 
officials to say, “‘ We would have allowed the expense in 
this case, because the charge was one of murder?” It 
is quite clear that the taxation of the officer on the spot 
ought to be final, and proper economy ought to be 
secured by getting efficient officers, and giving them 
proper instructions. If they disregard their instruc- 
tions, reprimand them, or, if necessary, displace 
them; but let their taxations stand when once 
made. Under such a system prosecutors may safely 
incur all expenses really necessary, because they may 
rely on being able to satisfy the officer who knows all 
about the case, that they were necessary. As long, 
however, as the system prevails of a second taxation by 
persons knowing nothing about the case, so long will 
there be cases in which prosecutions are improperly got 
up, for fear of the ultimate disallowance of expenses 
really necessary. 





In tHE case of Ling v. Jarman (20 W. R. 744), a point 
of some importance as to the construction of the Succes- 
sion Duty Act was raised, and Vice-Chancellor Wickens, 
though deciding the question in favour of the Crown, 
upon the authority of a decision of the Court of Ex- 
chequer (Attorney-General vy. Gell, 13 W. R. 900, 3 
Hi. & C. 615), expressed in no doubtful terms, his dissent 


from the correctness of that decision. This naturally 
led to the presentation of an appeal. When this came 
on to be heard, the Lords Justices felt some diffi- 
culty in differing from the Court of Exchequer upon 
the construction of a statute, and they suggested 
that the better course would be to carry the appeal at 
once to the House of Lords. Probably the expense of doing 
this deterred the parties from proceeding any further, but 
at any rate the result was that an arrangement was come 
to under which it was understood that the Crown would 
get substantially what it claimed. The facts of the case 
were these. A testator, who died in 1850, devised his 
real estate to trustees, in trust to accumulate the rents 
for twenty-one years after his death, and then to convey 
the estate in fee, and to pay the accumulations to the 
person or persons who should then answer the description 





of his heir-at-law. At the date of the testator’s death, 
J. W. Ring was his heir-at-law, but he died before the 
expiration of the twenty-one years. Upon his death, in 
1865, four nieces of the testator became his co-heiresses. 
at-law, and they filled the same character at the expi- 
ration of the twenty-one years in 1871. The question 
was whether a “succession” to the property took place 
on the death of J. W. Ringin 1865. The Vice-Chancellor 
held, upon the authority of Attorney-General v. Gell, 
that it did, though he said that if the matter had been reg 
integra, he should have thought that the nieces did not 
become entitled in any sense whatever “ upon” the death 
of J. W. Ring. They acquired no title either actual oy 
contingent upon his death, since that event only removed 
a person during whose existence it was impossible that 
they should become entitled to the property. It appears 
to us that it is not easy to find an answer to these obser- 
vations of the Vice-Chancellor, and it is certainly un. 
fortunate that the result of the appeal is to leave the 
question thus unsettled. For, with the opinion of Vice. 
Chancellor Wickens thus strongly expressed, no person 
in a similar position to that of the co-heiresses in Ring 
v. Jarman could be advised that the claim of the Crown 
to succession duty was clearly well-founded. 

Ir 1s TIME that some enquiry should be made as to the 
probable period at which the acres of land purchased 
and cleared at a vast expense as a site for the new Law 
Courts, will be made available for some useful purpose, 
For many months this great area has remained a desolate 
wilderness, delightful to London sparrows, who find 
within its jealously-hoarded precincts a secure retreat 
from human molestation, but not quite so pleasant to the 
tax-payer who reflects that about £800,000 is lying 
absolutely unproductive. Some few wecks ago the wind 
blew down a portion of the lofty hoardings, which we 
presume are farmed out by the nation for the display 
of sensational advertisements, and revealed to the passer- 
by a vision of an expanse of waste land diversified with 
areas of conerete, heaps of rubbish, and a large number 
of pools of water. Perhaps it occurred to Mr. Ayrton 
that if the gap made by the wind were permitted to 
remain open for any length of time Mr. Odger might be 
holding political meetings on the ground; certain it is 
that a number of workmen were speedily sent to repair 
the opening; but since they patched up the venerable 
boards the place has resumed its accustomed air of soli- 
tude. The whole history of the matter is one of mis- 
management and delay. On the vote for the cost of 
laying the foundations of the new building, taken on 
Ist August, 1870, Mr. Ayrton announced that, subject to 
the approval of Mr. Street’s plan by the Royal Commis- 
sioners, the work of laying the foundations should be put 
in hand at once. The next day the Royal Commissioners 
met and approved the plan; but nothing was done by 
Mr. Ayrton until near the close of the year, when he 
issued invitations for tenders on terms considered so 
unreasonable that, we believe, no tenders were sent in 
within the time limited. Ultimately, however, in 
February, 1871, a contract for laying the foundations 
was taken by Messrs. Dove; for some time the site pre- 
sented a lively appearance, and great hopes were enter- 
tained that the works connected with the building would 
be pressed forward. These hopes were doomed to be 
disappointed. In August last Mr. Ayrton, in reply toa 
question in the House, stated that, so far as he could 
judge, the Office of Works would not be in a position to 
invite tenders for the construction of the building for 
the next three or four months. Nearly five months have 
elapsed since this statement was made and still there are 
no signs of progress. 





Ir 1s ANNOUNCED that in the great libel case of Stannus 
v. Finlay a new trial will be moved for next term on the 
ground of misdirection on the part of Chief Justice 
Whiteside. We confess that such an application seems 


to us to be very unlikely to be successful, The summing 
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up, if we may say so with respect, was rather a rambling 


performance, but it put the question at issue fairly before 
the jury. There seems indeed to have been, both in 
the mind of the counsel for the defendant and of the 
judge, some confusion upon the history of the law of 
libel. “Iagree,” said the Chief Justice, “that now the 
question as to whether a document is or is not a libel is 
to be put to the jury.” This was the law, not only “now,” 
put always. In actions of defamation juries always had 
the power of returning a general verdict. In indictments 


‘ they obtained that power only in 1792 by Fox’s Libel 


Act. But this, after all, is a mere historical inaccuracy. 
‘The substance of the Chief Justice’s observations seems 
to be quite correct. He left to the jury in sufficiently 
explicit terms whether the comments of the Northern 
Whig were “fair comments, or whether they exceeded 
the bounds of fairness; in other words, whether they 
were malicious in law, and, therefore, defamatory. This 
word “ malicious’ puzzled the jury in the present case, 
just as it has often puzzled juries before. And, in an- 
swer to their inquiry what “malice” meant, the judge 
gave a very concise and clear definition. “It does not 
mean personal spite or ill-will at all. It is the result or 
consequence of any defamatory article or paper which re- 
flects on another. . For instance, if an article was 
published on a merchant, saying that he was a bankrupt, 
if the author was to assert fifty times that he had no 
malice, the law holds it to be malicious, because in itself 
it is calculated to injure and reflect on another.” This 
seems to us a thoroughly sound exposition of the law. 
The jury may have been wrong in their verdict, but the 
principles upon which that verdict was to be founded 
were, as we think, correctly laid down by the judge. 





Tr HAs BEEN sTATED that in the case of the wretched 
murder known as the Great Coram-street murder the 
police are in possession of a piece of evidence which, 
whatever its value, is of an unusual kind. It appears 
from the newspapers that the murdered woman and the 
supposed murderer had gone to a fruiterer’s shop not 
long before her death, and bought, among other things, 
an apple; that this apple was found in the room where 
the murder took place with a piece bitten out of it; and 
that the tooth-marks on the apple do not correspond with 
the teeth of the murdered woman. It is presumed, 
therefore, that the apple was bitten by the murderer, and 
that the tooth-marks may help to identify him. This, we 
say,is evidence of a somewhat peculiar kind. But there is 
nothing new under the sun, and crimes have before now 
been detected by the aid of tooth-marks. We translate 
the following story from the celebrated work of Moscardus 
De Probutionibus, written nearly three hundred years ago. 
It will be found at the end of question x. :— 

“Twill here add the story of a crime committed by a 
certain rnstic, which for the clearness of the thing ought 
not to be passed over, and which I remember to have hap. 
pened in our town. A nobleman had some pumpkins in 
his garden, and the rustic stole them (as the whole tribe 
of rustics, almost, is utterly greedy and thievish). The 
owner did not know the thief, and so it came that the theft 
was difficult of proof. By chance the owner found the 
rinds of the pumpkins lying in the place where the rustic 
had eaten them, and found in them the marks of certain 
gaps where two teeth had fallen out. The rustic whom 
the owner suspected of having stolen the pumpkins had 
lost two teeth, and upon this ground of suspicion the 
owner brought him before the judge. ‘The judge saw that 
the gaps in the teeth and in the rind corresponded, and 
the .rustic, seeing his crime reveeled by the rind, con- 
fessed there and then that he had stolen the pumpkins 
and eaten them; and he suffered the punishment due to 
his crime, for he was thrown into prison and condemned 
im a reasonable pecuniary fine.” 





WE RECENTLY DREW ATTENTION («ute p. 144) to the 
decision of the Full Court of Appeal in Chancery that 
the bonds of guarantee societies might be accepted from 
4 receiver instead of the ordinary joint recognizance. 








We learn that a similar rule has been adopted by the 
Trish Courts, Lord O’ Hagan having in the case of Ke 
Butler, a minor, made an order directing that the bonds 
of the London Guarantee Company should be accepted 
as security from the receiver. 





Ir 1s aNNouncED that Lord Cairns will recommence his 
sittings in the Albert Arbitration on Wednesday next. 








THE LAW’S DELAY. 
E. 

The question of legal reform, more especially with refer- 
ence to delay in the administration of justice, has been 
the subject of considerable public attention during the 
past fortnight, the question having been started by a 
letter from Mr. Vernon Harcourt, to which we alluded 
in a recent number of this journal. 

The great importance of the question thus raised can- 
not admit of doubt, and its general interest is sufficiently 
attested by the numerous articles which have appeared 
on the subject in different newspapers since the issue of 
Mr. Harcourt’s first letter to the Z'imes, on the 18th 
of December last. It is, moreover, one of those cases 
which must not be judged—as is but too natural—by 
their advocates, for a more singularly unhappy advocacy 
of asubstantially good cause than the letter in question 
it has seldom been our fortune to meet. 

Mr. Harcourt begins by reproducing (without namingit, 
however) the reported case of Lister v. Perryman, the 
younger (L. R. 4 H. L. 521, 19W-.R. 9); and not only so, 
but he repeats, without any attempt at verification, the ex 
parte statement of the counsel for the party ultimately 
defeated—a statement, the gross unfairness of which 
was exposed at the time, not only in the columns of 
this journal,* but in other portions of the public press. 
Mr. Harcourt cites, apparently with approval, the ques- 
tion of counsel, “ Supposing the defendant had been a 
comparatively poor man, what would have been the re- 
sult?” To this it may be sufficient to answer, as Punch 
answered at the time, ‘‘ He would have had to pay £100 
he did not owe, or be made a bankrupt.” In truth, the 
only moral which can be drawn from Lister v. Perryman 
is that judges are, like other mortals, but fallible after 
all, and this is rather against than in favour of Mr. 
Harcourt’s scheme, which involves a large increase in 
the jurisdiction of single judges. 

The next illustration brought forward by Mr. Har- 
court is scarcely more happy. That a Chancery suit, or 
any other suit, commenced “in 1866” (possibly in De- 
cember), should not be ready for hearing before 1868 is 
not remarkable, utterly regardless of the “‘ crowded state 
of the Cause Lists.’ An interval of fourteen or fifteen 
months between the inception of a suit and its hearing is 
oftener required by the parties than imposed by the state 
of business in the Cowt; andit is admitted that in this 
case there was no undue delay in the hearing of the ap- 
peal, “.¢., in the only matter of time over which the 
Court had undisputed control. 

In truth, the delay which takes place between the in- 
stitution of a suit and its hearing (where the matter is 
purely contentious) may arise from any one or more of 
three perfectly distinct causes, which, although they all 
tend in the same direction, are in no way connected one 
with another, and areremediable (if at all) by very different 
means. Of these, the one which operates most uniformly is, 
in our opinion, nearly, if not quite, inevitable. We mean 
the interval necessarily allowed for the purpose, first, 
of raising the issue between the parties, and secondly, of 
affording them an opportunity of adducing the proper 
evidence on the trial of that issue when raised. All this 
must of necessity be done before the cause can be set 
down for hearing, and that the delay in this matter is 
inherent ipst naturd rei, and not caused by “the 
system,” or the rules of the Court, or “ the state of the 








* 1458, J. 594. 
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cause lists,’ is abundantly shown by the immense number 
of “summonses for further time,” which form so large a 
part of the business to be disposed of at chambers. In 
fact, the regular times allowed by the General Orders 
are in almost every instance not of the simplest nature 
found to be too short for the exigencies of justice, 
and it is almost of course, to grant one or more ex- 
tensions of time in every really contested case; 
yet if the General Orders were to be altered so as to 
obviate the necessity of so many special extensions, the 
outcry against ‘ The Law’s Delay” would be raised anew 
by the very persons who now find it necessary to inter- 
pose delays of their own which the law does not require. 
Secondly, over and abovethis (which wemay call legitimate) 


delay, there is very considerable delay due to the suitors | 


themselves or their advisers. It is, perhaps, matter of 
human nature that if a fortnight is allowed for doing an 
act which can be done in a week, the second rather than 
the first week of that fortnight should be devoted to the 
purpose, but there is but too great tendency to put off 
action till the second half of that second week, thereby 
rendering it almost inevitable that it will not be finished 
in due time. How often does a defendant having eight 
days to appear instruct his solicitor for the first time on 
the seventh day? How often does a solicitor having a 
month to put in an answer, send the papers to counsel in 
the course of the fourth week ? How often does counsel, 
if papers are sent to him in really good time, lay them 
aside till the very last morning at his disposal, or some- 
times even till long after they should have been com- 
pleted? How often does the party having the carriage 
of an order which has been made, leave the draft lying 
for days—we have heard of even weeks—at the registrar's 
office, when nothing is requisite but to call for it, and 
appoint a day for passing and entering the order. And 
yet all these cases of delay are set down by the unin- 
formed and the half-informed, as “the Law’s Delay.” 

The third cause of delay arises from “ the state of the 
Cause Lists.’ So far as this arises from a determination 
of business in any particular direction, it is effectually 
met in Chancery by the power of making “a transfer,” 
which is freely exercised whenever there seems to be 
occasion; and we are strongly of opinion that a similar 
power of transferring common law causes from court to 
court, so as to relieve an overcrowded court by sending 
part of its business to a less occupied one, ought to be 
vested in some authority, whether the Lord Chancellor, 
the Lord Chief Justice of England, or the three Common 
Law Chicfs conjointly, we will not venture to say. So 
far, however, as this delay arises from a genuine press of 
business everywhere, it can only be met by an increase of 
Judicial force, and if it can be shown that any such 
cause of delay is in permanent operation, it ought to be 
so met, though the consequences of such an increase are 
far too serious to be incurred on acount of any temporary 
or intermittent pressure of business. It is obviously 
better to allow any such exceptional pressure to clear 
itself, even at the expense of 
to the individuals affected, 
burden our judicial system with unnecessary, and 
therefore objectionable, force. Objectionable in two 
ways; not only on account of the expense thereby 
incurred, but also because every increase in the 
number of the judges widens the, area from which 
they have to be taken, and therefore, presumably, the 
average calibre of those selected. 

Mr. Harcourt goes on to attack the administrative 
functions of the Court of Chancery, and in his remarks 
on this point he displays an amount of misapprehension 
which warrants us, we think, in pointing to the hon. 
and learned gentleman himself as an illustration of what 
may be expected of our Judiciary, when, if ever, we 
abandon the system of division of labour, and com- 
pel all our judges to be “servants of all work.” If 








some inconvenience 
than permanently to 


a gentleman of the extensive general attainments of 
Mr. Harcourt could obtain a leading position at the 
Parliamentary bar, and yet be all the time in so dense 





——: 
a fog as regards everyday matters of Chancery procedure, 
what could be expected of the average successful prac. 
tioner, if called upon as a judge to deal with all sorts of 
various questions with which the very nature of hj 
success will most probably have precluded him from 
becoming acquainted? Might we not then fairly 
expect to hear addressed to counsel by the court, much 
oftener than at present, the remark, so naturally de. 
precated by one of the recent writers in the Times, 
“Mr. , you are more familiar with these questions 
than Iam?” 

In saying this, we trust that we shall not be mis. 
understood to suggest either that there are not graye 
objections to our existing system, or that those objec. 
tions are practicably irremediable. We have always 
been the consistent advocates of very extensive 1. 
forms in that system; but we cannot think that the 
prospects of really valuable reform are otherwise than 
retarded by an attempt to fasten on the system defects for 
which it is not properly answerable ; still less, that any 
benefit is to be looked for from a movement which 
appears to us to proceed on an essentially false basis, 
and in a diametrically wrong direction, Instead of 
attempting to make all our judges administer every kind 
of law, we should desire to see their work as thoroughly 
“specialised” as the nature of the case would admit of. 
And this can easily be done consistently with the 
abolition of the only practical grievance arising from 
divided jurisdiction—namely, that a case well founded 
on the merits may fail, merely because it is commenced 
in the wrong court. All that is wanted for this purpose 
is to extend the power of transfer at present existing in 
Chancery; and to provide that every Superior Couwt 
before which any cause comes on for trial or hearing 
shall have complete jurisdiction to deal with it, either by 
deciding it on the merits, or by putting it in train for 
decision elsewhere; but shall not be competent to dismiss 
it, or refuse to entertain the question, from any defect 
of jurisdiction founded merely on the ground that it 
ought to have been commenced in some otner English 
court. 





(To be continued.) 





ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION. 

The case of James v. London and South Western Rail- 
way Company, in the Exchequer Chamber (21 W. R. 25, 
L. R. 7 Ex. 287), may be considered to have settled con 
clusively the question of whether prohibition still lies 
to the Court of Admiralty, a point on which, since the 
late increase of Admiralty jurisdiction, some doubt had 
been raised. In truth, the doubt was found, on examina- 
tion, to have no substantial foundation; it was chiefly 
based on the fact that the Court of Admiralty was, by 
24 Vict. c. 10,, put for some purposes on the footing of a 
Superior Court ; but when it was pointed out thatthe power 
of the Courts of Common Law to issue prohibition de- 
pended, not on thecourtto which it issued being technically 
or conventionally an inferior court, but on its being a court 
of limited jurisdiction, the ground of the doubt failed, and 
the above-cited case, following and approving the decision 
of the Queen’s Bench in Smith v. Brown (19 W. R. 1165, 
L. R. 6 Q. B. 729), has now set the matter at rest. And 
certainly if it is desirable that such a separate jurisdiction 
as that of the Courtof Admiralty should exist at all, it 
was time that some effort should be made to restrain its 
action within proper bounds; for, taking advantage of the 
opportunity afforded by the much more extensive powers 
which recent legislation has conferred on it, the Court has 
been lately departing from the cautious course of conduct 
which repeated prohibitions had in former times forced 
upon it, and which had at last become, and till recently 
continued to be, habitual. 

A check has been lately imposed upon its excesses 
in three directions. By 24 Vict. c. 10, s. 7, it was pro- 
vided in brief terms that “the High Court of Admiralty 





shall have jurisdiction over any claim of damage done by 
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any ship.” It is not surprising that at the first view 
these words should have been construed in a sense wide 
enough to include personal injuries. This decision was 
come to in the Sylph (16 W. R. Ad. Dig. 17, L. R. 2 
Ad. 24), and was, in the Guldfaxe (17 W. R. 578, L. R. 
9 Ad. 325), extended to a claim under Lord Campbell’s 
Act for fatal injuries, notwithstanding the distinction 
which was there pointed out between the terms of 24 
Vict. c. 10, s. 7, and those of 17 & 18 Vict. c. 104, s. 
504, where, in limiting the liability of shipowners, the 
words “loss of life or personal injury” were expressly 
used, as well as the terms “damage or loss to goods”’ ; 
the latter phraseology being repeated in 25 & 26 Vict. 
c. 63, s. 54, which repeals, and re-enacts with modifica- 
tions, that section. 

In the Beta (17 W. R. 933, L. R. 2 P. C. 447) this view 
was affirmed by the Privy Council, and in the Explorer 
(19 W. R. 166, L. R. 3 Ad. 289) it was applied to a claim 
under Lord Campbell’s Act, in respect of foreigners losing 
their lives through a collision on the high seas. In these 
cases, however, it was not observed that the effect of trans- 
ferring the jurisdiction, in respect of personal injury, to 
the Court of Admiralty was that, the “ substantive rights 
and relative position’ of the parties were materially 
altered in consequence of the different rules acted upon in 
that court, and at common law, in cases where the accident 
is due to the negligence of both parties. This fact, no 
doubt, operated very much upon the view which the 
Court of Queen’s Bench took in the case of Smith v. 
Brown (sup.), of the probable intention of the Legislature, 
though in terms the decision proceeded upon the actual 
phraseology of the statute. It was there held, by Cock- 
burn, C.J., and Hannen, J., that the word “ damage”’ in 
24 Vict. c. 10, s. 7, did not apply to the case of personal 
injuries, and though Blackburn, J., had entertained 
doubts “not altogether removed’’ as to whether the 
words of the statute did not include the case, yet he had 
no hesitation in dissenting from the remark of the Privy 
Council in the Beta, that “there was every reason for the 
Legislature enacting that which the Court below held to 
have been enacted,” or in characterising such legislation 
(if it was such) as “ hasty and improvident.” The Court 
of Admiralty was by this decision prohibited from pro- 
ceeding in a suit for damages under Lord Campbell’s Act. 
The construction put on the statute in that case (agree- 
ably to the view of Dr. Lushington, in the Malvina, 10 
W. R. Ad. Dig. 28, Lush. 493) was that “the effect of 
the enactment in question is not to extend the jurisdic- 
tion to a new subject-matter which was not within it 
before,’ but only to extend it to certain cases included 
in the class of things already subject to it, but from 
which it had been excluded by the circumstance of the 
vessel being within the realm, or, since 3 & 4 Vict. c. 65, 
not being a sea-going ship. In the “ decision, reasoning, 
and observations” of this case the Court of Common 
Pleas expressed its entire concurrence in Simpson v. Blues 
(220 W. R. at p. 683, L. R. 7 C. P. 290, at p. 300), and it 
was again referred to with entire approval in James v. 
London and South Western Railway Company (sup.). 

A still more serious question arose in the case last cited. 
In addition to other powers conferred on the Court of 
Admiralty by 24 Vict. c. 10, it was enacted by section 13 
that “‘ whenever any ship or vessel, or the proceeds thereof 
are under arrest of the High Court of Admiralty, the 
said Court shall have the same powers as are conferred 
upon the High Court of Chancery in England by the 
9th part of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1855,’—that is, 
the powers conferred by section 514 of that Act on the 
Court of Chancery to entertain a suit by the shipowner 
for the limitation of his liability according to the rule of 
section 504 (now 25 & 26 Vict. c. 63s, 54), and to issue 
injunctions restraining “ all actions and suits pending in 
any other court in relation to the same subject-matter.” 
It is unfortunate that this newly given power should at 
once have issued in so sad a catastrophe. The first oc- 
casion on which the Court was called upon to issue an 
injunction was in the case of the Normandy (see L. R. 3 





Ad. at p. 158): but the foundation for the action of the 
Court in that case had already been laid in the Nor- 
thumbria (L. R. 3 Ad. 24). In the last cited case a suit 
had been instituted against the Northumbria by the 
owners of a vessel with which she had come into collision, 
and in that suit the owners of the Northumbria had 
given bail in pursuance of the undertaking contained in 
the preecipe for caveat warrant. The owners of the Nor- 
thumbria then instituted a suit for limitation of liability, 
in which a decree was granted them on payment into 
the registry of the value of the ship at £8 a ton with 
interest. An objection was afterwards taken that neither 
the ship nor her proceeds were ever under arrest. The 
objection was overruled on the ground that the bail was 
“the representative of the res,” and that the Court was 
therefore to all intents and purposes “as much seized of 
the proceeds as if the res has been under warrant of arrest 
and released,” the bail being in fact given for the very pur- 
pose of preventing that arrest. Whether this decision was 
sound must, after what was said about it in the case of 
James v. London and South Western Railway Company, 
be considered doubtful; but if sound, it was agreed that 
it would only be so on the ground that the bail represented 
the ship itself, and not the particular claim. In the case 
of the Northumbria no injunction was issued; but in 
the Normandy that weapon was for the first time resorted 
to. The Normandy, coming into collision with another 
vessel, sank, with all her cargo and many of her passen- 
gers; there were cross causes of damage, and numerous 
actions were also commenced against her owners, who 
thereupon instituted a suit in the Admiralty for limita- 
tion of liability, and prayed injunctions to restrain the 
actions. No arrest being possible, there was of course 
no such precipe for a caveat warrant as existed in the 
case of the Northumbria, nor any bail in pursuance of 
it; but the sum of £5,000 had been paid into court by 
the owners, in lieu of bail in the cross cause under sec- 
tion 34 of 24 Vict c. 10, and reliance was placed on that 
section, as showing that the Court, having jurisdiction 
to require security for the res, and having done so, had 
the same jurisdiction as if the res were under arrest. 
Injunctions were granted accordingly, and to restrain 
the action of the Court in granting these injunctions 
proceedings in prohibition were taken in the Court of 
Exchequer. Upon the ground that neither the ship nor 
the proceeds of the ship were under arrest, and that the 
Court was therefore proceeding without jurisdiction, 
judgment was given for the plaintiff, and that judgment 
was affirmed in the Exchequer Chamber (James v. London 
and South Western Railway Company, 20 W. R. 538, 
21 W. R. 25, L. R. 7 Ex. 187, 287). The result of that 
decision is that, by the words used, the section “ means 
the ship or the money proceeding from her sale; and if 
there were any doubt about the meaning, when we find 
these words joined with the words ‘under arrest,’ no 
room is left for doubt” (Willes, J.) 

Athird question arose under the County Courts Admiralty 
Jurisdiction Act, and here it is singular that the Court 
of Admiralty has swerved aside after entering upon the 
right path. By 31 & 32 Vict. c. 71, “ Admiralty juris- 
diction” was given to such county courts as should be 
appointed by Order in Council, and section 3 enumerated 
“the following causes, in this Act referred to as Admi- 
ralty causes, in respect of which “any county courts 
having Admiralty jurisdiction shall have jurisdiction, and 
all power and authorities relating thereto.” Four classes 
were enumerated—(1) salvage; (2) towage, necessaries, 
or wages; (3) damage to cargo or damage by collision— 
(to each of these three classes a pecuniary limit was at- 
tached) ; (4) “ any cause in respect of any such claim or 
claims as aforesaid” exceeding the pecuniary limit, 
where the parties agree in writing to give jurisdic- 
tion. The third of the above classes was by 32 & 33 
Vict. c. 51, s. 4, extended to “damage to ships, 
whether by collision or otherwise.” By sections 7, 
8, causes found to exceed the pecuniary limit may 
be transferred from the County Court to the Admiralty 
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Court, and by section 26 an appeal lies from the 


decision of the County Courts to the Admiralty. 


Under these provisions it was held by the Court of 


Common Pleas that a County Court with Admiralty juris- 
diction had no power to entertain a suit in a case of col- 
lision between barges, on the ground that the jurisdiction 
conferred on these courts was only part of the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court of Admiralty, and was confined within 
the same limits; and it was particularly pointed out that 
the effect of section 7 would otherwise be to extend the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Admiralty itself (Everard v. 
Kendall, 18 W. R. 892, L. R.5 C. P. 428). This decision 
was approved and followed by the Court of Admiralty 
in the Dowse (18 W.R. 1008, L. R. 3 Ad. 135), in an ap- 
peal from the Liverpool Court of Passage on a claim for 
necessaries, where the owner of the ship was domicjled 
in England, and where therefore the Court of Ad- 
miralty would not, under 24 Vict. c. 10, g. 5, have 
jurisdictic mn. It was, however, in that case said by 
the learned judge, that 32 & 33 Vict. ¢. 51, clearly gave 
an appellate jurisdiction to the Admiralty on claims in 
respect of which it had no original jurisdiction. This 
statement was founded on the fact that, by section 2 of 
that Act, jurisdiction (up to £300) is given to the County 
Courts with respect to “any claim arising out of any 
agreement made in relation to the use or hire of any 
ship, or in relation to the carriage of goods in any ship, 
and also as to any claims in tort in respect of goods 
carried in any ship” (claims which are assumed not to be 
within the Admiralty jurisdiction), and that by section 
26 of the earlier Act, which is to be read as one with 
32 & 33 Vict. c. 51, an appeal is given in such cases to the 
Admiralty. But if a cause may be appealed from the 
County Court it may also be transferred ; and accordingly, 
in the Swan (19 W. R. 424, L. R. 3 Ad. 314), a claim of de- 
murrage which had been commenced inaCounty Court was 
transferred to the Court of Admiralty, although it could 
not have been originally entertained in that Court. It 
would certainly be strange if an extension of jurisdiction 
should be thus indirectly given to the Court of Adniralty, 
but that would necessarily be the result if section 2 of 
the late Act were construed in that manner. In Simpson 
v. Blues (20 W. R. 680, L. R. 7 C. P. 290), however, i3 
was held that this construction could not be maintained, 
and that the Acts “give, as indeed they propose in 
terms to give, a part of the Admiralty jurisdiction to be 
administered in a modified form; they do not give as 
Admiralty jurisdiction a jurisdiction which the Court of 
Admiralty never possessed” ; and a prohibition issued to 
restrain a County Court from proceeding in a suit for 
damages for short delivery of cargo arising out of a 
charter-party. Yet, while the reasons both of conve- 
nience and of construction are overwhelming in favour of 
the view acted upon by the Court of Common Pleas, it 
must be admitted that it is very difficult to see what 
there is left, to which section 2 can apply. If the Legis- 
lature foresaw and intended the absurd and incon- 
venient results, so forcibly pointed out by the Court as the 
necessary consequences of reading that section in the large 
sense put upon it in the Swan, one can only say, in the 
words of Blackburn, J., that it was a piece of “ hasty and 
improvident legislation,” and that it is fortunate they did 
not succeed in expressing it in sufficiently clear terms. 
If this was not their meaning, it would be a puzzle to know 
what they did mean, or whether they meant anything at 
all, or whether the Act was not the production of some of 
those busybodies who look upon County Courts as a kind 
of universal ointment for all cases of litigation. This, at 
least, is obvious, that if suits are to be entertained in the 
County Court in respect of matters which have never 
hitherto fallen within the Admiralty jurisdiction, but have 
been disposed of in the Common Law Courts, and according 
to common law rules, the appeal should be, not to a Court 
which boasts of administering a system different from the 
common law, a system of “maritime law,’’ whatever that 
may mean, but to those Courts which do administer the 


———— —— 
Whether the distinct jurisdiction of the Admiralty j 
really worth preserving, is a question on which we expres 
no opinion, one way or the other; but, if it is to bey. 
tained and extended, it is, at least, desirable that, singe 
the cautious traditions of the Court have been abandoned, 
some care should be observed in marking out disting 
limits for its exercise. 








RECENT DEVISIUNS., 


COMMON LAW. 
Bankuvetcy—CompositioN with Creprrors. 
Edwards vy. Combe, C.P., 21 W. R. 107, L. R. 7 C PL 519, 

This decision is of great importance with referexrce to 
compositions under section 126 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1869. In an action for the original debt, the defendant 
pleaded that under section 126 his creditors had resolved 
toaccepta composition of 15s. in the pound upon his debts, 
The plaintiff replied that the composition had not been 
paid, and a demurrer to the replication was overruled 
by the Court. The defendant treated the statutory 
resolution as if it had the same effect as a composition 
deed under the Act of 1861 which contained an absolute 
release, but the Court held, in substance, that it had no 
greater effect than such a composition deed without a 
release, in which case the accord was good if satisfaction 
followed it, but was ineffectual if the sum agreed to 
be taken in satisfaction was not paid. Jessurd y, 
Mugnier, 14 W. BR. 388, 18 C. B. N.S. 286; Ray vy, 
Jones, 13 W. R. 1018, 19 C. BLN. S. 416. What makes 
the decision of such great importance is that unde 
section 126, the only power which creditors 
have, is to “resolve that a composition shall be 
accepted in satisfaction of the debts due to them,’ they 
cannot, therefore, absolutely release the debtor. The 
decision may, perhaps, create some surprise, but there 
seems no reason to doubt its correctness. It does not 
seem to have been pointed out, but is material to ob- 
serve, that whereas the liquidation section (s. 125), 
expressly provides (sub-sections 9 & 10) for the discharge 
of the debtor, and that such discharge shall have the 
same effect as an order of discharge given to a bankrupt 
under section 49, no similar provision is to be found in 
section 126, which affords a strong presumption that no 
such release was intended. If there is no release, it 
seems inevitably to follow that the original debt remains, 
subject only to the right of the debtor to extinguish it 
by payment of the composition according to the terms of 
the resolution. And if the debt remains, its recovery at 
law certainly cannot be prevented by the fact that the 
Court of Bankruptcy has power to enforce the payment 
of the composition. : 
The Court, however, expressly recognised the rule laid 
down in Ex parte Hemmingway (26 L. T. N.S. 298, 20 
W. R. 572), that a formal tender of the money is not 
essential; “it is enough if the debtor expresses his 
willingness to pay; and if he does so, and the creditor 
will not receive payment, he may set that up as an ex 
cuse for not performing the resolution.” This is not in- 
consistent with the view taken in the similar case, under 
the old Act, of Fessard v. Mugnier ( sup.) 





Repear or Actr—Banxxrvurtcy—Denr Disc arcep BY 
BANKRUPTCY. 
Rimini vy. Van Pragh, Q.B., 21 W. R. 107. 

In Ez parte Snowball (L. R. 7 Ch. 534), it was argued 
that the quality of an act which was committed whilst 
the Bankruptcy Act of 1861 was in force, and which was 
under that Act an act of bankruptcy, was purged by the 
repeal of that Act, and that it could not be an act of 
bankruptcy under the Act of 1869, because it was done 
before that Act was passed; it therefore could not be 
treated as an act of bankruptcy at all. The argument 





law by which such matters have been hitherto regulated. 





was not without plausibility, even taking into account 
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the terms of section 20 of the Repealing Act (see Surtees 
y. Ellison, 9 B. & C. 750); but it was summarily rejected 
by the Lords Justices. An argument not unlike it was 
raised in the case of Rimini v. Van Pragh. There, in 
an action brought upon bills given by the defendant for 
adebt barred by a composition deed under the Act of 
1861, it was less plausibly contended that, since the bills 
were, in fact, given after the repeal of that Act, they were 
given after section 164, which prohibited such transac- 
tions, had ceased to operate, and that, as the Act of 1869 
contains no similar clause, they were valid. 

It is singular that the new Act contains no similar 
provision, but in truth, so far as concerned the present 
case, it would have made no difference if it had, unless 
by express words the clause had been applied to debts 
discharged by the operation of the repealed Act; in the 
absence of such express words, the clause would only 
have applied to debts discharged under the Act which 
contained it. The question, therefore, turned on the re- 
servation contained in section 20 of the repealing Act, 
by which the repeal is not to affect the “ past operation”’ 
of any of the repealed enactments, and on the general 
principles of law applicable to repealing statutes. The 
Court held that the incompetency of the barred debt to 
be made the consideration of any contract was one of the 
“past operations”? which was not to be affected, and 


according to the general principle quoted by Quain, J., | 


from (Surtees v. Kllison, 9 B. & C. 752) the same con- 
clusion would probably have been reached even without 
the reservation. The repeal of an Act leaves all 
transactions and things which it actually operated upon 
with no more vitality than they possessed while it was in 
force. If an Act were rendered illegal by a statute, and 
thereby made incapable of supporting a promise, such 
an act done whilst the statute was in force would not 
support a promise made after its repeal, although if done 
after its repeal it would have been a good consideration. 
It is a matter of some curiosity why the new Act 
contains no provisions corresponding with section 164 of 
the old Act. It may have been thought, and it will 
probably be held, that as section 49 in terms “ releases” 
the bankrupt, this statutory release has the same effect 
as a deed of release would have, and absolutely ex- 
tinguishes the debt. None of the earlier Acts under 
which the cases relied upon by the plaintiff were decided, 
nor any Act until the present one used this word; they 
only provided that the debtor should be “ discharged” 
from his debts, and might plead the statute if he were 


sued (see 5 Geo. 2, c. 30, s. 7, 6 Geo. 4, ce. 16, s. 126, 12 | 
& 13 Vict. c. 106, s. 205, and 24 & 25 Vict. c. 134, | 
But although this would apply to any simple | 
contract, it would not prevent the former debtor from | 
' been appointed a Perpetual Commisioner for taking the 


s. 161). 


giving a valid bond for the payment of the old debt, 
since no consideration would then be required to support 
the obligation. 
time give a voluntary bond, and that, on the other hand, 
if a bond were given in fraud of the other creditors it 
would be void at common law. But the object of the 


old enactment was (amongst other things) to make it , 


unnecessary to show fraud in cases where such fraud was 
likely to be practised, but might be difficult of proof. 


Sarvacr—Ricut or Crew to Rewarp. 
Le Jonet, Adm., 21 W. R. 83. 

As arule, the crew cannot make a claim for salvage 
services against their own vessel, on the principle that 
they are bound by their contract to render all the services 
in their power. An exception to this rule (if it can be 
called an exception) occurs where they are discharged 
from their contract, and are, in fact, no longer the crew. 
This will happen when the master, by finally abandoning 
the vessel, at once resigns his authority, and deprives the 
crew of the power of earning the wages for which they 
had stipulated. If then, after this, they perform salvage 
services, they will be entitled to salvage reward (Zhe 
Florence, 16 Jur. 572). In the case of Le Jonet, the 
singular fact occurred that the mate of the vessel (whose 





It may be said that a man may at any | 





name, like that of the Roman centurion, is not given)» 
remained on board after the master and rest of the crew 
had quitted her, and until she was taken in tow by 
a friendly vessel. In a suit by the owners of that vessel, 
in which the mate was not before the Court, a sum was 
awarded to the plaintiffs, which included a sum to 
be received by them for his benefit, and paid over 
to him; —a sum, which, in view of his merits and services, 
was certainly not excessive. 








REVIEWS. 


The Married Women’s Property Act, 1870: ifs relations to 
the doctrine of separate tse. With notes. By J. R. 
Grirritu, B.A., Oxon., Barrister-at law. Second edition. 
London : Stevens & Haynes. 1873. 

The new edition of this useful little book is not 
materially different in form from the first edition, which 
we noticed on its appearance, but the decisions reported 
in the interval appear to have been carefully inserted, and 
the work now forms a very convenient manual of an Act 
which is likely to give rise to an unusual crop of ques- 


| tions. Some of these Mr. Griffith discusses; but it is no 
| disparagement to his industry or care to say that upon 


such an Act there are some doubtful points on which he 
does not touch. To take only one instance, we shall be 
glad if in his next edition he will devote a note to the con- 
sideration of the bearing of section 8— giving the wife the 
rents and profits of freehold, &c., property—on section 
32 of 19 & 20 Vict. c. 120, which enables a husband who 
is entitled to the possession or to the receipt of the rents 
and profits of any unsettled estates in right of a wife 
seised in fee, to lease for twenty-one years. Mr. Griffith’s 
introduction contains a clear and concise statement of the 
rights and liabilities of married women with reference to 
their separate estate. The distinction he takes between 
what he terms “statutory separate property,’ to which 
alone, as it appears, the extended rights conferred on 
married women by the Act are intended to apply, and 
those interests which are still recognised as separate 
property in courts of equity alone, is one which it is ne- 


‘ cessary to keep clearly before the mind in considering the 


provisions of the recent Act. The incorrectness of the 
marginal notes to more thw one of the sections in the 
statute is noticed by Mr. Griffith, and is an evil to which 
attention ought to be drawn, not merely in this but in other 
Acts. If marginal notes are inserted at all, they ought at 
least to be accurate. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Joun Yates Paterson, of Finchley, Middlesex, has 


acknowledgments of deeds by married women in and for 
the county of Middlesex, and also in and for the county of 
Hertford. 


Mr. James Epwarp Hawkxsrorp, of 36, Carey-sireet, 
Lincoln’s-inn, has been appointed a Commissioner for the 
London District to administer oaths in Chancery and Com- 
mon Law in Ireland. 


Mr. Jenu Marruews. of 9, Lower Dominick-street, Dub- 
lin, Attorney and Solicitor, a ‘“ Dublin Commissioner to 
administer oaths in Chancery,” has been appointed a “ Dub- 
lin Commissioner to administer oaths in Common Law,” 
pursuant to 35 & 36 Vict. c. 75. 





The Pall Mall Gazette announces that the Attorney- 
General has given instructions to tke Local Crown solicitor 
at Cork to institute proceedings against Mr. Henry Unkles, 
J.P., for having, while acting as personation agent for the 
Conservative candidate at the recent election, disclosed 
how an illiterate elector voted, 

TELEGRAPHESE.—The Daily Telegraph thinks that by the 
proposal for a Barristers’ Benevolent Association the worst 
terrors “ of the bar now bid fair to be at last removed, and 
the road to the Woolsack, if not levelled, will at least be 
smoothed, and made easier for young and tender feet.” 
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COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Baoucnam, acting as Chief Judge.) 
Dec. 11.—Re White. 


Although a mere irregularity in the proceeding will afford . 


no ground for the appointment of a new first meeting of creditors 
under a petition for liquidation by arrangement, yet the Court 
will allow such meeting to be held where there are special cir - 
cumstances to justify it, subject to the consent in writing beiny 
obtained of the creditors who voted at the confirmation of the 
JSormer resolution. 

Application for a new first meeting. 

The debtor, who was a shipowner and ship and insurance 
broker, filed on the 4th of October a petition for liquida- 
tion by arrangement, and the first general meeting was 
appointed to be held on the 22nd. 

At that meeting it was resolved, Ist, that the said 
meeting should be adjourned until the 12th of November 
then next. 2, that Michael Banes, the receiver appointed 
therein should forthwith apply to the Court for liberty to 
carry out the proposed arrangement with Messrs. Traut- 
mann & Co., whereby in consideration of the transfer to 
them of all the debtor's interest in the contract for the 
steamer now being built by Messrs. Stephen & Sons, of 
Glasgow, the said Messrs. Trautmann & Co. undertook to 
provide for and retire their acceptances in favour of the 
said debtor for £3,000, and also to provide fer and retire 
the acceptances of the debtor in favour of Messrs. 
Stephen & Son to the extent of £4,686 10s. ld., and 
releasing and indemnifying the debtor and his estate from 
all liability in respect of the contract or the noceptances ; 
the debtor thereby undertaking to carry out such arrange- 
ment, and the creditors thereby sanctioning and confirming 
the same. 

The resolution was duly sanctioned by the Court, and 
Messrs. Trautmann & Co. duly provided for and retired 
their acceptances to the extent of £3000. 

Some difficulty arose with reference to the transfer of 
the contract, and in consequence the adjourned first meet- 
ing, appointed to be held on the 12th of Nov., was further 
adjourned to the 26th, and on that day further adjourned 
until the 29th. 

During the adjournments negociations were pending, and 
prior to the adjourned first general meeting being held, 
terms had been arranged, and accordingly at the adjourned 
first meeting the debtor proposed to pay his creditors 
twenty shillings in the pound by instalments, and the offer 
was accepted. But before the confirmation of the resolu- 
tion, it appeared that difficulties would arise in carrying 
out the arrangement with Messrs. Stephen & Sons, unless 
a resolution for liquidation was passed ; and the ground of 
the present application was that one of the resolations, for 
the adjournment of the first meeting of creditors was not 
carried by the necessary majority of the creditors, and that 
therefore the proceedings were invalid. 

Winslow, in support of the application.—Under the cir- 
cumstances of this case, the only course open is to apply 
that a new first meeting maybe held. This wasallowedin 
Re Rogers, 148. J. 453. In the present case nearly the 
whole of the creditors who attended the last meeting were 
desirous that the proposed arrangement should be carried 
into effect, which could only be done by registering a 
resolution for a liquidation by arrangement. He alsocited 
Ex parte Strange, 17 S. J. 105. 

Mr. Registrar BroveHam said that he could not attend 
to the application upon the mere ground of irregularity, 
but under special circumstances, and upon the other ground 
that the proposed arrangement could not be carried out 
unless a resolution were passed for a liquidation by ar- 
rangement, a new meeting might be held. That would be 
conditional, however, upon the consent in writing being 
obtained of the whole of the creditors who voted at the 
confirmation of the first resolution. 

Solicitors, Stocken & Jupp. 

Dec. 12.—Ex parte Dawson, Re Dawson. 

A debtor having filed a petition for liquidation, under 
sections 125 & 126 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, made a pro- 
posal under the 28th section for payment of a composition, 
which the trustees under the liquidation, with the sanction of 





i ae 
the creditors, accepted, and the Court approved the terms of 
the arrangement, 

The creditors afterwards passed a resolution, by which they 
varied a former resolution under the liquidation in reference to 
the remuneration of the trustees, by allowing them certain 
stated sums without taxation. 

Held, that the creditors had no power to pass such second 
resolution, and that the bills of the trustees must te taxed, 

This was an application on behalf of the debtor for an 
order that the resolution passed by the creditors on the 
8th of October last might be declared to be inoperative, 
the remuneration of the parties having been provided for 
by a former resolution, and on the ground that as against 
the debtor the creditors had no power to make any such 
resolution. 

The facts, so far as Were material, appeared to be these :— 

On the 3rd September, 1871, the debtor filed his peti. 
tion for liquidation by arrangement, and a first meeting of 
creditors thereunder was held on the 4th of November, 
1871, when the following, amongst other resolutions, were 
passed :—(1) That the debtor’s affairs should be liquidated 
by arrangement; (2) That H. J. Walter and W. ©, 
Harvey should be appointed trusices, and that they should 
be required to tax their bills of costs for remunera- 
tion 

On the 2nd of July, 1872, a proposal that the debtor 
had made to the trustees and committee of inspection, 
for the purpose of again obtaining possession of the estate, 
was placed before a general meeting of the creditors, 
when a resolution was passed that the trastees be autho. 
rised to accept the proposal made by the debtor for the 
purchase by him of the estate at a sum which would pay 
each creditor 7s. 6d.in the pound on his debt, and all costs 
and expenses incurred by the trustees and inspectors 
since the presentation of the petition for liquidation, such 
purchase-money, costs, and expenses, to be paid within 
four weeks after the date of registration of that resolution, 
and that the discharge of the debtor should be granted to 
him on snch payments being made. The sanction of the 
Court to the scheme was duly given, and the debtor had 
made the payments provided for by the terms of the 
resolution. 

On the 8th of October, 1872, at a meeting called by the 
trustees, a resolution was passed that the trustees of the 
estate be remunerated in the following manner—that is to 
say, that Mr. H. J. Walter, one of the said trustees, be 
paid the sum of £258 14s. 5d., being the amount of his 
charges as an accountant, and that Mr. W. C. Harvey, 
the other of the said trustees, be paid the sum of 
£138 6s. 9d., being the amount of his charges as an 
accountant, both of such sums to be paid out of the estate 
of the said Themas Dawson—*“ Provided always that it 
being the intention of this meeting to remunerate the said 
trustees on the scale of allowance for accountants in 
bankruptcy, and not further or otherwise, and the said 
trustees having respectively represented to this meeting 
that their accounts have been made out strictly according 
to such scale, this resolution is without prejudice to the 
said Thomas Dawson taxing such bills on the said scale, if 
he shall be so advised. Provided also that this resolution 
shall in no way alter or diminish the dividend of 7s. 6d. 
agreed to be paid to the creditors.’ Against that resolu- 
tion a protest was made at the time by the debtor's 
solicitors, and put into writiag. The debtor alleged that 
he had always been willing to pay to the trustees a 
fair and proper sum for their remuneration, but he con- 
sidered the amount resolved upon by his creditors to be 
very much in excess of anything that was reasonable. 

De Gex, Q.C., and E. C, Willis, in support of the appli- 
cation, submitted that the remuneration of the trustees 
having been provided for by a former resolution, the resolu- 
tion now sought to be set aside, was inoperative. By the 
108th of the rules of 1870, where no remuneration had been 
voted toa trustee, he would be allowed out of the bankrupt’s 
estate such proper costs and expenses as might be incurred 
by him in or about the proceedings in the bankruptcy a8 
the taxing master or registrar should allow. And by rale 
5 of 1871 uo payment could be allowed in respeet of 
remuneration of a trustee in liquidation, except on the 
allocatur of the taxing officer. They contended that 
after the confirmation of the resolution for composition 
the creditors had no authority to interfere with the 
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debtor’s property, and that the resolution of the 8th 
October was invalid. 

Winslow, for the trustees, opposed the application.—By 
the 14th section (1st sub-section) the creditors had power 
to appoint some fit person to fill the office of trustee 
at such remuneration as they might from time to time 
determine. And by rule 278 the general meeting might 
declare what remuneration (if any) the trustee should 
receive, or they might resolve to leave his remuneration to 
the committee of inspection, or to a subsequent general 
meeting. There was nothing to take away the effect of 
the 14th section (1st sub-section). The taxing master 
considered that he had no power to allow any remunera- 
tion to a trustee upon a general reference to tax his 
costs. At all events the creditors had power to reconsider 
their former determination, and there never was any 
settled bargain between the debtor and the trustees in 
regard to the remuneration of the trustees. The trustees 
would be violating their duty to the creditors if they 
allowed the debtor to take back his property without 
payment of the proper charges. 

De Gex, in reply, cited Lx parte Lyons, 20 W. R. 566, L. R. 
7 Ch, 494. 

Mr. Registrar Brovenam, after referring to and com- 
menting on the facts, said that in this case, after one reso- 
lution had been passed, the creditors passed another 
resolution in order to cure what was defective in the first, 
ibut he was of opinion that they could not pass a resolu- 
tion requiring the debtor to pay what he had not under- 
taken to pay. He had undertaken to pay the composition 
and the proper remuneration of the trusteos,—the bills to 
be taxed—but the trustees were now endeavouring to take 
out of the debtor’s pocket something to which they had no 
right. Under a liquidation by arrangement theymight have 
passed the resolution, and the amounts provided to be paid 
would have come out of their own dividend, or in diminu- 
tion of the estate; but where the debtor had agreed to 
pay @ composition of 7s. 6d. in the pound, it would be 
most inequitable that they shonld have any such power. 
As the debtor was willing to pay whatever might be 
reasonable, an erder would be made in this form:— 
Declare the resolution of the 8th October, 1872, to be 
inoperative. Let the taxing master tax all such bills of 
the trustees as he has power to tax and report to the 
Court what sum he shall consider reusonable for the 
trustees’ remuneration for time and services, without 
regard to the resolution of the 8th October. 

Solicitors for the debtor, Church, Sons, §* Clarke. 

Solicitor for the trustees, S. 2. Head. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
BRapForp. 
(Before W. T.S. Danizt, Esq., Q.C., Judge.) 
Re Joseph Garside Hillam. 

Undue preference—Bill of exchange running for amount of 
debt paid on the eve of bankruptey—Presswre—Mized 
motive. 

Mr. Killick, solicitor, appeared in support of a motion 
for an order upon Mr. Joseph White, worsted spinner, 
Bradford, to refund to the estate of the bankrupt the sam 
-of £278 10s., £200 of which had been paid by the bankrupt 
to him on the day previous to the petition for liquidation, 
and £78 10s., the remainder of the sum, which had been 
paid to Mr. White on the very day of the petition but prior 
to the petition being presented. It appearsthat Mr. White 
had received from the bankrupt a bill of exchange for £250 
10s., which was current on the date of the petition ; and in 
fact was not due till the 19th of May. Mr. White alleged 
that he had never taken this bill in satisfaction of his 
debt, but had refused to take it to account. Mr. Killick 
further contended that Mr. White held a guarantee from the 
bankrupt’s brother-in-law, Mr. Baines, as a collateral se- 
curity for his account, and under these circumstances that 
the payment by the bankrupt to Mr. White on the eve of 
his insolvency was made to protect his brother-in-law, and 
ig against the trustee and the general body of the credi- 

rs. 

Mr. Watson, solicitor, on behalf of Mr. White, and in 
opposition to the motion, showed from the bankrupt’s own 
admission upon his examination at thetime of his bank- 
Tuptcy (when Mr. White was unrepresented) that his client 





had stated that Mr. White had all along refused to recog- 
nise the acceptance which he (the bankrupt), had tendered 
to Mr. White in payment, and produced further evidence 
by Mr. White and two of his clerks, that they had not ceased 
to press the bankrupt for cash instead of the bill. Two let- 
ters were also produced which Mr. White had written to 
the bankrupt Hillam, threatening proceedings if his ac- 
counts were not paid, and it was shown that the money 
was ultimately paid through this pressure. 

His Honour, in giving judgment, said he was satisfied 
that Mr. White had never received the bill of exchange in 
payment in such a sense as to suspend the bankrupt’s liabi- 
lity for the account in cash, and that he was perfectly justi- 
fied in insisting upon payment. He also believed upon the 
evidence that he had pressed for payment, and that the 
money was paid to him without any knowledge on his pars 
that the bankruptcy of the debtor was so imminent. Nor 
did it appear that at that time the bankrupt himself, 
though he must have known of his insolvency, contem- 
plated any immediate application to the court. That, 
therefore, in his opinion, was not material to the question 
if he was satisfied, as he was, that the payment was the 
result of the pressure applied to him by Mr. White. 
But even ithe had a mixed motive, partly to protect his 
brother-in-law and his guarantee, and partly in consequence 
of the pressure from Mr. White, even in that case the pay- 
ment would be protected, as had been decided re- 


peatedly in the courts of law. . 
Under these circumstances the motion was dismissed. 
Mr. White’s costs to be paid by the trtstee. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Tae ELecTion or THE CoUNCIL OF THE INCORPORATED 
Law Society. 

Sir,—Referring to the advertisements which have ap- 
peared in the last two numbers of the So/icitors’ Journal, 
I have to inform you that a meeting has been convened to 
further the objects proposed, at the Freemasons’ Tavern, 
on Wednesday, the 8th of January, at two o'clock in the 
afternoon precisely. 

The communications I havealready received from various 
members of the profession show that a very strong feeling 
prevails upon the subjects mentioned in the advertisement. 

Cuarzs E. Lewis. 





LreaL AccouNTANTS AGAIN. 

Sir,—Is not the within circular of the same class as 
those referred to in a recent number, under the head of 
Legal Accountant Nuisance, auother aud a specious attempt 
on the part of accountants to interfere between solicitors 
and their clients. A SuBscriBeR. 

Nottingham, Dec. 21st, 1872. 

———’ Mercantile Offices. 


Bankruptcy Department. 

Owing to the English ‘ Bankruptcy Act, 1869,” having 
abolished the office of Official Assignee, the estates of 
Insolvents are now practically left, during several weeks 
which elapse between the filing of a petition for liquidation 
and the appointment of a trustee, entirely in the hands of 
the debtor and his nominee as receiver. 

The course of proceeding, especially where fraud is com- 
templated, is for the debtor to apply for the appointment, 
as receiver, of some relative or other friendly person in his 
confidence, who, if no objection be made, is usually appointed, 
as @ matter of course ; and not unfrequently matters are so 
arranged that, at the first meeting, by means of concocted 
proofs, the debtor is discharged, and the assets disappear. 

In order to put a stop to this system of fraud, we have 
organized a department in our establishment for the pro- 
tection of our subscribers ; and, to enable us to do so effec- 
tively, it is necessary that each subscriber receiving notice 
of the failure or insolvency of any person indebted to him, 
shall immediately send such notice to our Head Office. 

Forms, with full directions as to the filling up and come 
pletion of proof and proxy, will then immediately be for- 
warded by us to all our subscribers who are concerned in 
the bankruptcy, and to all the other creditors in the list 
filed; and an application, where it is deemed necessary, 
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will forthwith be made to the court in which the petition 
has been filed, that the receiver or manager nominated by 
the debtor, if appointed, be removed ; and if not, for the 
appointment of a fit and proper person to be receiver. 

We beg to add that we do not propose to make any ad- 
dition to our present subscription on this account ; and our 
subscribers will thus have the advantage of this special 
organization, without any charge except our actual outlay, 
and even that will be allocated rateably, amongst them, 
according to the amount of their claims respectively. 

Co. 

{We doubt whether this generous proposal will meet 
with the success it anticipates. Men of business, to whom 
the circular is addressed, have generally a shrewd percep- 
tion of the risks they run by conducting their own legal 
affairs, and we fancy will be still less'disposed to commit 
to non-professional agents an authority of the above general 
nature, under which proceedings may be taken which re- 
quire careful consideration even from experienced lawyers. 
—Eb. S. J.] 


Sir,— Apropos of the letters and enclosures of your 
correspondents: “ Subscribing Readers,” I enclose a produc- 
tion of the same description as they sent you. G. M 

“To Property Owners, Tradesmen, and Others—Economy 
in legal matters, &c.—Bills of Sale, Agreements, Wills, 
Composition Deeds, Bankruptcy and Liquidation Petitions, 
Conveyances and Mortgages prepared, and Letters of Ad- 
ministration and Probates of Wills obtained, at one-half 
the usual expense. Accounts adjusted, rents collected, 
and debts promptly recovered, on very reduced terms.— 
Apply to——, ; N.B. No charge for consulta- 
tion.’ 





A Goop SuGGEstioN, 

Sir,—It may not be inopportune at the present time to 
suggest to the legal profession, the benefit that would 
arise from their noting down during the ensuing year, 
points in the principles, pleading or practice of the law 
which strike them as requiring amendment. 

These particulars mightin due course be submitted to 
the legal authorities with the remedies suggested. 

As a case in point I may state, that in one such instance, 
I submitted a statement to the then Lord Chancellor, and 
suggested a remedy, and the result was, that au Act of 
Parliament was passed, curing the defect in question, to 
the great benefit of the profession. 

A Constant READER. 

[We commend this proposal to the attention of our 
readers, and shall be happy from time to time to publish 
any suggestions they may have to make.—Ep. S. J.] 





RE THE PEN’ALLT MininG Co.—Fotuenraity’s Case. 

Sir,—A report of this case, decided by the Master of 
the Rolls on the 14th, will be regarded with interest by all 
who are engaged for or against promoters and directors of 
companies. An incorrect report, in some respects, ap- 
peared in last week’s ‘‘ Notes.” 

3ILLINGHURST & Woop. 

[The report of the above case in the Weekly Reporter is 
held over, as it is understood that the case is under appeal, 
and it is expected that the appeal will be hcard immediately 
after the vacation.—Eb. 8. J. | 








under date Dec. 28:—“ A curions circumstance in 
connexion with the Alabama Arbitration has just come to 
light inour Press, The verdict of the Arbitrators was pub- 
lished in the Jornal de Commercio at Rio de Janeiro several 
days before it transpired in Europe, sothat, kad there been 
a telegraph between Brazil and England, it would havo 
actually reached you earlier from South America than from 
Switzerland. Upon the Jornal glorying in this notable 
achievement of their Swiss correspondent. the Rio Republica 
begged to observe that the fact of the verdict having been 
communicated by the Brazilian Arbitrator, Baron de Ita- 
juba, to M. de Villeneave—who happens to be the Brazilian 
Envoy in Switzerland and proprietor of the Jornal de Com- 
mercio—redounded neither to the honour of Brazilian diplo- 
macy nor journalism.” — Times. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 

The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was held at the Hall of the Incorporateg 
Law Society on Thursday, the 2nd inst. A grant of £39 
was made to the daughter of a member ; the widow of a nop. 
member was relieved with £10; one new member wag 
elected, and other general business was transacted. 





SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors 
of this association took place at the Law Institution, Chan. 
cery Lane, London, on Wednesday last, January Ist, the 
following directors being present:—Mr. Park Nelson (inthe 
chair) ; Mr. Brook, Mr. Hedger, Mr. Hine Haycock, Mr. Lake 
Mr. Monckton, and Mr. Sidney Smith (Mr. Kiffe, Secretary) ; 
A sum of £45 was distributed in grants of assistance to 
necessitous applicants ; four new members were admitted 
to the association, and other general business was trans- 
acted, 








THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE. 


We take the following extracts, relating to the mode of 
summoning tho Judicial Committee, from the evidence given 
by Mr. Henry Reeve C.B., D.C.L., Registrar of the Privy 
Council, before the Committee of the House of Lords on 
appellate jurisdiction :— 

Question 70. Practically, who is what the Scotch call 
“convener of the court’; who setties who is to come ¢ 

The Lord President. 

71. Does the Lord President settle on ali occasions what 
judges shall sit in a particular case ? 

The Lord President, or the officers under Lim, who act 
solely by his authority. ‘The officer does not suggest who | 
shall sit, but he suggests, if an equity case is coming on, 
that an equity judge ought to be present ; sometimes he takes 
the opinion of the Lord Chancellor as to what persons it is 
proper to summon. 

72. In what precise form is it done ; does he write a letter, 
or desire you to write a letter, to the various judges, to in- 
form them that such-and-such a case has an equity character 
or an Indian character ? 

Yes ; it is usually doae by private correspondence. There 
are not official letters written, but it is my duty, as the 
officer of the court, to communicate with the different mem- 
bers, and to inform them if a case is coming on in which it 
appears desirable that they should sit, for some reason which 
I give. Iam desired to give them the papers, that they 
themselves may see that it is a desirable case for them to sit 
on, and their arrangements are made consistent with their 
other engagements, ; 

73. Before you do that, do you always confer with the 
Lord President ¢ i 5 

1 cunnot say that I do, but I confer either with the Lord 
President or with the members of the court sitting at the 
time. If the Lord Chancellor is there I confer with his 
Lordship ; if other members of the court are there, and his 
Lordship is not, I conter with them. I do not do it on my 
own authority; I have no authority in the matter. Anything 
I may do is subject to the approval or disapproval of the 
Lord President. If his Lordship is absent, what I do 
is only done by virtue of the authority he has delegated 
to me. 

74. In every case before summoning particular judges to 
sit upon a special case, you submit a list of them either to 
the Lord President, to the Lord Chancellor, or to the Court 
which is then sitting ? 

Not so formally as that; but when a case in coming on 
which raises a peculiar point, or which is on a peculiar sub- 
ject, I confer first with their Lordships present, and then 
with the other members of the Committee, who, it is pretty 
obvious (they are not very numerous), ought to attend. For 
instance, if an equity case were coming on I should say, 
“There is such-and-such an equity case coming on, would 
not your Lordships think it better that it should stand over 
till the Lords Justices can sit ¢”’ 

75. Should I be putting it too high if I said that you 
selected the judges who sit ? 

I must beg most respectfully entirely to decline such @ 
responsibility. In the first place, the fact is rea!ly not 80 
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but even when I address the correspendence I sometimes 
have the honour of addressing to some of the learned Lords 
who now hear me, they are perfectly aware that the com- 
munications proceed solely and entirely from me as an 
officer acting under the orders of the Lord President. 

76. Lord President.—Practically, do you not, as regards 
the ordinary legal business of the Committee, consult the 
Lord Chancellor, or some legal member of the Committee, 
rather than the Lord President, as to the composition of the 
Committee to sit upon a particular case ? 

That really has varied very much with the different Lords 
President. I have known many Lords President who have 
taken a most active part, and decided all these questions. 

77. Marquess of Salisbury.—It is not quite a question as 
to what part the Lord President takes, but as to what part 
you take; how many times have you consulted the present 
Lord President as to the list you should form ? 

I cannot charge my memory now with the exact number 
of times, but the present Lord President is, I believe, satis- 
fied if I consult the Lord Chancellor, in his absence, and I 
have done that very frequently indeed. I may confidently 
appeal to the Lord Chancellor on this subject. I have 
troubled him with innumerable notes to take his Lordship’s 
directions on these points, I am, of course, anxious to do 
my duty, but I am anxious not to exceed the limits of what 
is becoming in the office that I hold, and, at any rate, what 
is done is done subject to the immediate approval of the 
judges themselves. For instance, supposing a case came on 
in which there were not the proper judges present; supposing 
a case obviously involving questions of equity came on on a 
day when there was no equity judge present, or supposing, 
as might have happened formerly when we had no common 
lawyer, a question of common Jaw came on when there was 
no common lawyer present, the observation their Lordships 
would make to me in such a case would- probably be, 
“We are sorry that this case has been put in the paper; 
it ought not to be heard until a judge qualified in a par- 
ticular manner is summoned.” 

_ 78. Whether you form the list yourself, or not, if the list 
is wrongly formed, you are the person whois found fault 
with ? 

I would rather not say “ who is found fault with.” I 
should be found fault with if that were to happen. 

79. Lord President.—Is it not the fact that I, as Lord 

President, have, for my own part, intimated to you that 
with regard to purely legal cases which come before the 
Judicial Committee, it appears to me that the Lord Chan. 
cellor was a fitter person than myself to form an opinion as 
to who were proper members of the Committee to summon 
in those cases ? 
_ I understood that to be your Lordship’s wish, and the 
consequence has been that I have of late, since your Lord- 
ship has held the office of Lord President, communicated 
more with the Lord Chancellor and less with’ the Lord 
President than I have been in the habit of doing before ; 
that is the exact truth, 

80. At the same time, whenever you have come to me, 
I have always given you such directiors as seemed to me 
to be suitable in the particular case ? 

Yes ; I have referred to your Lordship occasionally. 

81. Chairman.—At the commencement of each Session of 
the Privy Council, is it, or is it not, your custom to com- 
municate with the Lord Chancellor, to know how far he can 
see his way for providiug for the hearing of causes ; I mean 
before the recent Act of Parliament was passed, under which 
paid judges were appointed, has it been your custom to com- 
municate with the Lord Chancellor, as to who might be 
expected to attend ? 

es, that has usually been done. 

82 Especially with regard to the Lords Justices, who 
form part of the Lord Chancellor's Court, to know when 
they would be able to attend ? 

That was the principal reason, because the Council Office 
felt they had no positive claim upon the Lords Justices, 
other than a claim which the Lord Chancellor might ap- 
prove, in reference to the arrangements of his Court, and 
therefore as we relied much upon the Lords Justices, we felt 
that it would not be decorous to ask them to attend, without 
submitting to the Lord Chancellor that their attendance was 
Tequired ; and then their coming depended upon the ar- 
— that could be made in the Appeal Court of 

ery. 
88. T en from time to time, when an important case is 
likely to arise in the course of a sitting, is it your custom to 








communicate with the Judges, who may happen to be present 
at the hearing of the particular case which is then going on ? 

Yes that is the course pursued. 

84. Lord Westbury.—I do not suppose that any of us have 
had any reason to complain; but will you tell me this 
practically ; suppose you go back to the Privy Council 
Chamber, from our meeting here to-day, and suppose that 
Sir James Colvile and Sir Montague Smith were to say, 
‘* Mr. Reeve, we have been looking into the next two cases, 
and they appear to us to involve very important questions 
of equity jurisprudence ; we think it would be very Gesir- 
able that you should get the Lords Justices, or one or two 
of the ex-Lord Chancellors to attend.” Would you have 
any difficulty upon that communication in writing a letter, 
we will say, to my noble and learned friend Lord Che!ms- 
ford or to Lord Cuirns, or to the Lords Justices, without any 
further step being taken ? 

No, that is precisely what I should do. 

85. That is precisely what does occur in practice ? 

Yes. 

86. You never act ex mero motu ; you never look into the 
cases and say, I think this involves an important question of 
equity law, therefore, ex mero motu, I will write a letter to 
the equity judges, but you always act at the instance of 
some member of the Judicial Committee ? 

I conceive it to be my duty to lay it before their Lord- 
ships, whoever may happen to be present, whatever I may 
know of the cou:ing business. Sometimes there may be 
reasons for advancing a case considerably ; there are cases 
affecting character or relating to the custody of an infant 
which reed to be advanced. Itso happens that Iam the 
only person who is more or less cognisant of all the business 
that iscoming on. It is impossible that anybody else can 
be master of the details; indeed I am not myself fully 
master of them, but I know more than anybody else of the 
business that is coming on. A great part of the administra- 
tion of u court of justice depends upon foreseeing what 
business will come up, and how it ought to be arranged. 
It is absolutely necessary to submit the facts, as far as [ 
know them, to the consideration of the judges, whom I 
regard as my masters. 

(Zo be continued..) 








Trmunats or Commerce.—As to the establishment of 
tribunals of commerce, presided over by mercantile men, 
we cannot conceive a scheme likely to do more mischief. 
The law administered by such tribunals would be certain 
to be loose and bad, and would in every case receive a 
certain tinge from the fountain from which it flowed. A 
merchant may be wise, shrewd, and just, and moreover 
learned in the subject-matter of a mercantile dispute ; but 
without legal training and experience, he is about as com- 
petent to decide as to the admissibility of evidence and to 
determine an action at law, however simple the mere pro- 
cedure might be made, as the Lord Chancellor would be 
competent to take command of the Channel Fleet.— 
Globe. 

NEGLIGENCE oF AGENT.—In an action to recover for the 
negligence of W., who was iravelling agent for the defen- 
dants, to solicit orders for goods, it appears that he, with- 
out disclosing his employers, hired of the plaintiffs a team 
and buggy to go to a neighbouring town in the prosecu- 
tion of his business. After arriving there, and while the 
horses were standing in front of the store in which W. 
was doing business, they took fright and broke the bridle 
by which they were hitched, but were caught before any 
damage was done. The horses were then tied up by a 
halter which was fastened around the neck of the near 
horse. W. took the broken bridle to a shop to be repaired, 
and, after finishing his business at the store, he undertook 
to lead the team to the repair shop by the halter around 
the neck of the near horse. On the way, one of the 
buggy wheels striking a stone, some boxes were thrown 
from the buggy, which frightened the horses, and W. not 
being able to hold them by the halter, they broke away 
and caused the damage sued for. Held:—1. That W. was 
guilty of negligence in attempting, under the circumstances, 
to lead the horses with no other means cf guiding or hold- 
ing them than the halter.—2. That in the hiring and use 
of the team he was the servant or agent of the defendants, 
and from the damages resulting from his negligence they 
were responsible —Vickens and Plummer v. Diecker and 
Bro., 21 Ohio Reports.—American Law Record. 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


CAMBRIDGE, Drc. 28. 
Law anp History Trrpos. 
Examiners.—J. T. Abdy, LL.D., Trinity Hall; E. C. 
Clark, M.A., Trinity ; A. W. Ward, M.A., 8. Peters; A. C. 
Humphreys, M.A., Trinity. 


First Crass. 
z ( Ds.Lawrence, Downing | James, Trinity 
4: | Little, Trinity 


Srconp Crass. 
Greenwood, Pembroke x Sampson, Trinity 
Birrell, Trin. H. — { Sunderland, Eman. 
Ackland, Trin. H. De Soyres, Caius 
{ Clutton, Eman. Ds. Cherry, Christ's 
\ Garrett, S. John’s Bonnett, S. John’s 
Somerville, Trin. H. Eddis, Trinity 
Hawker, Trinity 


Eq. 


THIRD CLAss. 
( Ds. Glen, Christ's 
* | Marshall, Trinity 
Northcote, Trinity 
APPROVED FOR AN OrpINARY DeGREE. 
Champion, Trinity Miller, Trinity-hall 
Edgar, Trinity-hall Parnell, Trinity 
Geldard, Trinity Roxburgh, Trinity-hall. 
Mr. Thomas Joseph Lawrence, B.A., of Downing College, 
who is declared equal with Mr. Little in this tripos, was 
senier in the Moral Sciences Tripos of last year, and in 
1868 was elected junior scholar in International Law, an 
University] scholarship founded by Dr. Whewell, late 
Master of Trinity College. Mr. T. S. Little entered the 
University as a non-collegiate student, but in 1870, having 
obtained the second Whewell International Law Scholar- 
ship, entered at Trinity College. 


Tue CamBgipce Law Tripos,—Mr. Thomas L. Little, of 
Trinity, who was bracketed first, after matriculating at the 
London University, competed for and obtained the second 
Whewell International Law Scholarship. Mr. Austin 
Birrell, who stands fifth on the list, is the second son of 
the Rev. C. M. Birrell. Before entering at Cambridge, he 
was for three years an articled clerk in the office of Messrs. 
Richardson, Jones & Billson, Liverpool. 


Micklem, St. John’s 


4 Trench, Trinity 











* CORRUPT PRACTICES (MUNICIPAL ELEC- 
TIONS) ACT.” 

The barristers appointed to try the Municipal Election 
Petitions at issue have fixed the following hours for open- 
ing their respective courts :— 

Birmingham.—Pickering, Petitioner; Startin, Respon- 
dent. 13th January, 1873, two o’clock, before G. M. 
Dowdeswell, Esq., Q. C. 

Blackburn.—Whittaker, Petitioner; Goodfellow, Res- 
pondent. 10th January, 1873, eleven o'clock, before T. W. 
Saunders, Esq. 

Huddersfield.—Haigh and another, Petitioners ; Barker 
and anether, Respondents. 10th January, 1873, twelve 
o'clock, before J. J. Cleave, Esq. 

Barnstaple.—Crassweller and others, Petitioners ; Avery 
and others, Respondents. 10th January, 1873, eleven 
o'clock, before R. J. Biron, Esq. 


Blackburn Election Petition.—Whittaker, Petitioner ; 
Goodfellow, Respondent. 

Messrs, Ridsdale, Craddock & Co., 5, Grays-inn-square, 
have been appointed agents for the Respondent. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne.—Hardwick and others, Petition- 
ers ; Brown, Respondent. 

Mr. J.C. Rice, 10, Lincoln’s-inn Fields, has been ap- 
pointed agent for the Respondent. 


Igish Municipst Peritions.—Four Irish petitions have 
been filed under the above-mentioned Act. In one from 
Belfast, it is alleged that one of the sitting aldermen was 
not duly elected, in consequence of votes having been 
received after four o'clock, the time at which the poll 











should have closed ; and itis also alleged that the presidj 
officer (who was the successful candidate), after the voteg 
had been counted and found equal, added to the votes jp 
his favour the vote of a person who, it is charged, had per. 
sonated an elector. It is also stated that the successfyl 
candidate voted for himself—an act which, it is contended, 
is illegal. 

Tue BrraincHaM Petition.—In Judges’ Chambers on 
Thursday an application was.made to Mr. Justice Groyg 
on a summons to amend the petition. The petitioner 
prayed for the seat, and the application was to amend the 
petition as to the manner in which the ballot votes had 
been received, and also as to how others had been dealt 
with. His Lordship thought that the petition should be 
heard by one of the Parliamentary Election Judges, and 
suggested that, as Mr. Justice Keating would probably 
attend on Saturday, the matter had better be adjourned, 
After a discussion, the case was specially appointed to be 
heard on Saturday. 





QUARTER SESSIONS ON THE PUBLIC 
PROSECUTORS’ BILL, 


At the Gloucester General Quarter Sessions a report was 
presented by the committee appointed, in compliance with 
a request of Mr. Secretary Bruce, to consider this bill. The 
report recommended the appointment of a public prosecutor, 
but took exception to the general provisions of the Govern- 
ment bill. Mr. Serjeant Pullen proposed the adoption of 
the report, spoke at length in support of adopting the 
Scotch procurator fiscal system, and recommended the 
appointment of superintendents of police as prosecutors, 
with legal assistance of magistrates’ clerks. Sir Michael 
Hicks Beach, Bart., M.P., spoke against the adoption of 
the report and thought the present system with slight 
modifications perfectly satisfactory. He was strongly opposed 
to the introduction of the Scotch system, and quoted from 
eminent Scotch lawyers who had spoken strongly in con- 
demnation of the procurator fiscal system. He considered 
the bill on which Government had asked an expression of 
opinion as altogether unsatisfactory, and very loosely 
drawn. Sir G. Jenkinson was in favour of appointing 
public prosecutors, and Sir I’. Goldsmid, M.P., thought the 
present unsatisfactory system required remedying, but had 
not heard any suggestion for improving it in Parliament or 
out of it which would be an amendment of the evils com- 
plained of. After a long debate the Court expressed an 
opinion that public prosecutors ought to be appointed, but 
made no suggestions for the guidance of the Government, 

At the Surrey Quarter Sessions a report was presented 
recommending that a communication be transmitted to the 
Secretary of State, stating that in the opinion of the magis- 
trates the advantages to be derived from the bill were by 
no means commensurate with the heavy expenditure. Ia 
this county nearly 1,000 indictable offences were tried 
annually, the great majority involving uo difficulties, and 
requiring neither attorney nor counsel as prosecutors, the 
depositions sent up from the court below being sufficient. 
They recommended, in lieu of a public prosecutor, that the 
committing magistrates should be authorised, in cases of 
difficulty in law or facts, to direct some attorney to con- 
duct the provecution and retain counsel, They further 
strongly dissented from the provisions of the 21st section, 
making its adoption compulsory in the district of the Central 
Criminal Court, a large portion of which was in the county 
of Surrey, and where the excellence of the police and the 
tried experience of police magistrates and their clerks ren- 
dered the intervention of public prosecutors unnecessary, 
whilst the large number of cases committed for trial would 
entail expenditure heavy out of all proportion to the benefit 
which would accrae. ‘They agreed generally with the prin- 
ciples of the bill as regarded the substitution of salaries for 
fees, but that the two main portions of the bill, as men- 
tioned, should be severed, so as to make it possible to adopt 
the one and reject the other 

At the Lancaster Quarter Sessions the committee of 
magistrates appointed to consider this bill presented their 
report, embodying a series of resolutions, the substance of 
which was as follows: Tbat they consider the duties as laid 
down in clause 3 of the bill were too vague ; that the areasof 
districts should be fixed by courts of quarter sessions; that 
too much power was given to the Secretary of State; that 
persons eligible for appointment should include barristers 
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Ythat the adoption of the Act should be made compulsory, and 
that the subject of costs of prosecutions should not be con- 
nected with the appointment of a public prosecutor. The 
report was adopted, and ordered to be forwarded to the 
proper quarter. 

At the Somerset Epiphany Quarter Sessions at Taunton 
along debate took place upon the Public Prosecutors’ Bill, 
and it was resolved to represent to the Home Seoretary that 
it is expedient to extend its operations, the feeling being that 
if the Act was adopted all magistrates’ clerks ought to be 
appointed public prosecutors, instead of selecting two or 
three in a county. 








A Remepy ror THE Law’s Detay.—Another letter from 
Mr. Vernon Harcourt was published in Saturday’s Times, 
in which he dealt with some of the objections which have 
been urged to his scheme. In reply to the argument that 
the existing judges might be unfitted and unwilling to 
undertake the new functions which a system of universal 
jurisdiction would impose upon them, he says :—-*If a 
County Court Judge at £1,500 a year is fit, and has been 
called upon to exercise general jurisiliction, why not a 
Superior Judge at £5,000 a year? But in truth there is no 
mystery in the science either of Lawor of Equity, though 
there is a good deal of unnecessary complication in its pro- 
cedure. I have proposed no novelty of duty at all, com. 
parable to that. which devolves upon a barrister who is 
raised to the Bench from a great Civil praetice, and has to 
try prisoners at the Assizes, having never perhaps seen a 
criminal brief or been present at a criminal trial in his life, 
One of the Lords Justices was taken from the Northern 
Circuit to sit at once in review on the judgment of the 
Courts of Equity. But then you say it is not within their 
contract, and they may demur. The demurrer, I venture 
to think, would come 20 years too late. When the Com- 
mon Law Procedure Act established equitable pleas it did 
in fact impose on tho Common Law Judges the obligation 
to exercise equitable jurisdiction. The ‘‘sturdiest Baron” 
may be disconcerted any day when the junior for the plain- 
tiff opens the pleadings by finding that he is practically 
called upon to decide a suit in Equity. Parliament declined 
to admit the doctrine of contract in the case of the Election 
Petitions. It is true that the Judges remonstrated at 
first. They said they couldn’t, they shouldn’t, they 
wouldn’t, have anything to say to the unclean thing 
of electoral corruption. But Parliament persisted and 
the Judges acquiesced.” He denies that the plan he 
proposes would impose on any judge work uncongenial to 
his habits, and maintains that it would in fact enable the 
work to be better adapted to the special aptitude of each in- 
dividual than it is at present. ‘It is plain that at first, at 
least, the business of an Equity character would be assigned 
to the Courts where the present Vice-Chancellors would 
sit, orto such of the Common Law Judges as might be 
equally well fitted to take it; and I think it would not be 
difficult to find among them several perfectly well fitted for 
the purpose. Much of the work, such as ordinary motions, 
the interpretation of statutes, deeds, &c., might very well 
be common .to the two classes of Judges. What we now 
eall specially Common Law or Jury business could be 
transacted by the Judges already used to that kind of work. 
But the abolition of the distinction of Courts would 
enable it to be far more conveniently transacted. At 
present every action must be tried in the Court in which 
the writ is issued. The Judge at Nisi Prius may find on 
his list for a single day a patent cause, a horse cause, an 
action for libel, an action for common assault, an action 
for breach of promise of marriage, and an action on a 
policy of insurance. Now it is plain that to try all these 
various causes in succession will require an amount of 
“flexibility” far greater than most men possess, or than 
under the system I propose would be demanded. I do not 
think Westminster Hall would have any difficulty in indi- 
cating the best Judge to whom to delegate the trial of 
patent causes, ‘They would not be at a loss to know where 
to send a horse cause; and so of the rest. If you take a 
great mercantile lawyer to try a horse cause or running 
down case ; if you take a Judge who hasa special aptitude 
for patent causes to try common jury cases, and so forth, 
you waste your resources. Now the plan I propose would 
obviate this waste, and would allow you in all cases to send 
the most appropriate business to the Judges best fitted to 
deal with it.” 





PRIVATE BILLS IN PARLIAMENT. 
Session 1873. 


The following is a complete alphabetical list of all the 
private bills deposited in the Private Bill office of the 
House of Commons :— 

Abbotsbury Railway—Abergavenny and Raglan Rail- 
way—Aberystwith Gas—Albert Bridge—Alexandra New- 
port Dock Company—Alloa Junction Railway—Ardrossan 
Direct Railway—Atherton Gas Company (Limited)— 
Atherton Local Board—Athenry and Ennis Junction Rail- 
way—Australian Agricultural Company—Ayr Harbour— 
Ayr Burgh. 

Bala and Festiniog Railway—Banbury and Cheltenham 
Direct Railway—Bank of Scotland—Barrow-in-Furness 
Corporation—Beckenham Sewage—Belfast Gas Light 
Company—Belfast, Holywood, and Bangor Railway 
Company (Sale or Lease)—Belfast, Holywood, and Bangor 
Railway (Arbitration)—Belfast Hydraulic Power Com- 
pany—Belfast Street Tramways—Belgrave Market— 
Birkenheed, Chester, and North Wales Railway— Birken- 
head, North Wales, and Stafford Railways— Birkenhead and 
South Wales Junction Railway—Birmingham West 
Suburban Railway—Birmingham and _ Staffordshire 
Tramways Company—Birmingham Tramways Company— 
Blackpool Sea Water Supply—Blockley and Banbury 
Railway—Bodmin and Wadebridge and Delabole Railway— 
Borough of Portsmouth Waterworks—Boston and Preston 
Shore Railway and Pier—Bootle-cum-Linacre (Borough 
Boundary)—Bournemouth Gas and Water—Bradford 
District Tramways—Bradford Improvement—Brecon and 
Merthyr Tydfil Junction Railway—Brighton Aquarium 
Company (Additional Capital)—Brighton Borough Exten- 
sion—Brighton Central Railway—Brighton and Devil’s 
Dyke Railway—Brighton, Eastbourne, and London Rail- 
way— Brighton and Hove General Gas Company—Bristol 
and Portishead Pier and Railway Company—Bristol 
Harbour Railway—Bristol and North Somerset Railway— 
Bristol United Gas Light Company—Bristol, Winford, and 
Chew Valley Railway—Briton Ferry Local Board—Brymbo 
and Ruabon Water Companies—Burley Local Board 
(Waterworks)—Buxton Local Board—Briton Ferry 
Floating Dock—Belgrave Market. 

Caledenian Railway (Additional Power)—Caledonian 
Railway (Carstairs and Larbert Junction Railway)—Cale- 
donian Railway (Glasgow Central Stations and Connect- 
ing Lines)—Caledonian and Solway Junction Railway 
Companies —Cape Railway—Cardiff and Ogmore Valley 
Railways—Carlisle Citadel Station—Carlisle Improve- 
ment—Carlisle and Silloth Bay Railway and Dock and the 
Port Carlisle Dock and Railway Cvompanies—Charing- 
cross and Victoria Embankment Approach—Cheltenham 
and Gloucester District of Turnpike R».ads—Chelsea 
Waterworks—Chelsea Lines §Committee—Chesterfield 
Markets—Chichester and Midhurst Railway—Chichester 
Water (No. 1)—Chichester Water (No. 2)—Chigwell, 
Loughton, and Woodford Gas Company—City and West 
End Railwav—City of Glasgow (Street Improvements) 
Cleobury, Mortimer, and Pensax Railway—Cleveland 
Extension Mineral Railway—Clyde Navigation—Colne 
Valley Water—Columbia Market Approaches and Tram- 
ways—Cornwall Minerals Railway and Harbour—County 
of Clare Waste Land Reclamation—Criccieth Corpora- 
tion—Croydon and Brixton Tramways—Crystal Palace 
District Gas—Crystal Palace Railway—Colne Valley Light 
Company—Cleethorpes Pier—Cornwall Mineral and 
Bodmin and Wadebridge Junction Railway. 

Deal, Walmer and, Adisham Junction Railway— Derby 
Waterworks Company—Devon and Cornwell Railway 
(Extension to Plymouth and Devonport)—Dee River 
Company—Devon and Cornwall Railway (Western Ex- 
tensions)—Dewsbury and Batley Gas Company—Dews- 
bury and Batley Corporation Gas—Dewsbury Improve- 
ment—Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton Junction 
Railway—Doncaster Corporation | Waterworks—Dove 
Harbour—Dablin Central Railway—Dublia Corporation 
Gas (New works) —Dublin and Drogheda Railway—Dublin 
Sewage and Land Reclamation—Dublin, Rathmines, éc., 
Railway—Dublin, Rathmines, Rathgar, Roundtown, 
Rathfarnham, and Rathcoole Railway— Dublin Tram- 
ways—Dudley and Oldbury Junction Railway—Dam- 
barton Burgh—Dundalk and Greenore Railway—Dun 
Drainage—Dunfermline and Queensferry Railway— 
Durham Gas Company—Durham Consumers Gas, 
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East and West Junction Railway—East and West Me- 
tropolitan Junction and Cannon-street Rail way—Edin- 
burgh, Loanhead, and Roslin Railway—Edinburgh Street 
Tramways—Ely and Clydach Valleys Railway—Ennis and 
West Clare Ruilway—European Assurance Society—Euro- 
pean Assurance—Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford-upon- 
Avon Junction Railway. 

Foye Valley Railway—Forth Bridge Railway—Fresh- 
water, Yarmouth, and Newport Railways. 

Galway, Oughterard, and Clifden Railway—Garstang 
and Knot End Railway—Garstang and Knot End Rail- 
way (Revival of Powers)—Gas Light and Coke Company 
-—Gas works Clauses Acts, 1847 and 1871, Amendment 
Bill—Gedney Consumers Enclosure—Girvan and Port- 
patrick Junction Railway—Glasgow (City) Union Railway 


—Glasgow Corporation Gas—Glasgow Corporation 
Waterworks—Glasgow and South-Western Railway 
(Additional Powers)—Glasgow and South-Western 


Kailway (Stobeross Railway)—Glasgow Subway—Gosport 
Gas—Grand Junction Waterworks Company—Grantham 
Water—Great Eastern and Felixstow Railway—Great 
North of Scotland Railway—Great Northern Railway 
(Additional Powers)—Great Northern Railway (Melton 
Mowbray to Leicester) Great Orme’s Head, Marine Line, 
Llandudno—Great Western, Bristol and Exeter, and South 
Devon Railway Companies—Great Western Railway. 

Halehead and Widnes Coal, Dock, and Railway— 
Halesowen and Bromsgrove Branch Railways—Halifax, 
Thornton, and Keighley Railways—Hammersmith 
Extension Railway--Harrow, Edgware, and London 
Railway—Harrow Gas Light and Coke Company (Limited) 
—Hartlepool and Cleveland Junction Railway—Henley-in- 
Arden Railway (No. 2)—High Wycombe Water—Holy- 
well Water Order. 1871 (Amend or Appeal)—Hull, 
Routh, and West Junction Railway—Hove Improvement 
—Hull Docks—Hoylake and Birkenhead Railway and 
Tramway Company. 

‘ Imperial Gas Light and Coke Company—lIrvine Har- 
our. 

Joint Portsmouth Railway Extension, &c. 

Kelvin Valley Railway—Kenmare and_ Killarney 
Junction Railway—Kent Tramways—Kingsbridge Rail- 
way—Kings Lynn Dock Company—Kington and 
Eardisley Railway—Kingston Township Intercepting and 
Outfall Sewer and Improvement. 

Lagan Navigation—Lanarkshire and Glasgow Roads 
(Alteration of Aitkenhead-road)—Lancashire and York- 
shire Railway (New Works and Additional Powers)— 
Larve and Antrim Railway—Lea Bridge District Gas— 
Leeds, Cuastleford, and Pontefract Junction Railway— 
Leicester Gas Company—Leicester Banking Company— 
Leicester Tramways. —Leith Hydraulic Power Company— 
Limevick and Kerry Railway—Lincoln Gas Light and 
Coke Company—Lincoln Water Works Act, 1771, Amend- 
ment—Liverpool and North Wales Railway—Llanelly 
Railway and Dock Company—Lianfyllan and Llangynog 
Railway—Llantrissant and Taff Vale (Junction Railway) 
—Llynvi and Ogmore Railway—London and Aylesbury 
Railway (Southern Section)—London and Blackwall 
Railway (Steam Boats)—London and Blackwall Railway— 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railway—London Central 
Railway—London and North-Western Railway (Holyhead 
Uld Harbour)—London and North-Western Railway (New 
Lines, &c.)—London and North-Western Railway (New 
Works and Additional Powers) —Lcndon and North-Western 
and Lancashire and Yerkshire Railway Companies— 
London and South-Western Railway (No. 1)—London 
and South-Western Railway (No, 2)—London and South- 
(Western Railway (No. 3)—London Streets ‘T1amways 
Various Powers)—London Street Tramways Company 
(Limited)—Manchester Docks and Railways at Liverpool— 
Manchester and Milford Railway—Manchester, Sheffield, 
and Lincolnshire Railway (Additional Powers)— 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway (Chester- 
field Branch)—Manchester South District Railway— 
Market Harborough—M«lton Mowbray, and Nottingham 
tailways—Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (No. 1)— 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (No, 2)—Mersey Rail- 
way— Metropolitan Bridges—Metropolitan and St. John’s 
Wood kailway—Metropolitan District Railway—Metropo- 
litan Railway—Midland and Glasgow and South-Western 
Railway Companies—Midland and Manchester, Sheffield 
and Lincolnshire Railways—Midland Railway (Additional 
Powers—Midiothian Water—Mill’s Patent (Boots and 
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Shoes), for Improvements in the Manufacture of Boots and 
Shoes and the Machinery Employed therein—Monmouth. 
shire Railway and Canal Company (Additional Powers)— 
Montrose Links—Moulton Salt Marshes Enclosure—Much 
Wenlock and Severn Junction Railway (Lightmoor Exten. 
sion). 

Navan and Kingscourt Railway—Neath Harbour—Neath 
New Gas—Nettlebridge Valley Railway—Newry and 
Greenore Railway—Newquay and Cornwall Junction Rail. 
way (‘Iransfer)—Newcastle-upon-Tyne and Gateshead Gas 
Company—New Shoreham Harbour—Newent Railway— 
Newport Railway—North British Railway (Carlisle 
Branches)—North British Railway (Uddingston, Bothwell, 
and Hamilton Branches)—North British Railway 
(Additional Works and Powers)—North Wales, Narrow. 
gauge Railways (leasing, &c,)—North Metropolitan Tram. 
ways—North Wales and Birkenhead Direct Railway—North 
Pembrokshire Railway—Nottingham Gas Light and Coke 
Company—Nottingham Tramways—Nottingham Water. 
works Company. : 

Okehampton Corporation—Oriental Bank Corporation 
—Oswestry and Llangynog Railway—Over Darwen Local 
Board of Health. 

Partick, Hillhead, and Maryhill Gas Company— Pagham 
Harbour Reclamation—Pegwell Bay Reclamation—Penrhyn 
and Helston Railways and Tramway—Penshurst Glebe Act, 
1873—Penzance and St. Just Railway—Peterhead Harbour 
—Pimlico, and Peckham, and Greenwich Street Tramways 
(Extension of time)—Pontefract, Tanshelf, and Carleton 
Gas—Pont-y-Pool Gas and Water Company—Pont-y-Pridd 
and Ely Valley Junction Railway. : 

Railway Clearing System Superannuation Fund Associa- 
tion—Ravenglass and Eskdale Railway—Khymney Railway 
—Ross, Ledbury, and Gloucester Railway—Royal Bank 
of Scotland—Ruthin and Cerrigydruidion Railway—Rye 
and Dungeness Railway and Pier—Ross and Ledbury 
Railway. 

Scarborough and Whitby Railway—Scarborough Gas— 
Sevenoaks, Maidstone, and Tonbridge Railway—Severn 
Bridge and Forest of Dean Central Railway—Sheflield 
Corporation Water—Sheffield and Midland Railway Com- 
panies Committee—Sheffield Town ‘Trustees—Sheflield 
Water Works—Shrewsbury (Kingsland) Bridge and 
Approach Roads—Snailbeach District Railways—Somerset 
and Dorset Railway—South Alloa Dock—South Devon 
Railway—South-Eastern Railway—South Hackney ‘Tram- 
ways—South Leith Parish and Church—South Shropshire 
Railways—South Staffordshire Mines, Drainage, &.— 
Sonthern Railway Company, Ireland (No. I)—Southern 
Railway Company, Ireland (No. 2)—Solway Junction Rail- 
way—Staines and West Drayton Railway—Stewarton and 
Irvine Railway—Stockton-on--Tees Gas—St. Heclen’s and 
Great Sankey Junction Railway—Sutton, Southcoates, 
and Drypool Gas Company—Swansea and Carmarthen 
Railway Company—Swansea and Carmarthen and London 
and North-Western Railway Companies—Swansea Harbour 
(Tawe Docks, &c.)—Swindon, Marlborough, and Andover 
Railway. Woh 

‘Talysarn Company—The Vale Railway—Tavistock Canal 
— Tay Ferries—Tees Dock and Railway Companies—Teign 
Valley Railway—Tenby Water—Thames Embankment 
(South) —Thetford and Watton Railway Company—Tower 
Bridge—'lribunal of Commerce—Trowbridge Water Supply 
—Tunbridge Wells and Eastbourne Railway. ; 

Upwell, Ontwell, and Wisbech Railway—Uxbridge and 
Hillingdon Gas Consumers’s Company. 

Vale of Clyde Tramways—Vestry of St. Marylebone 
(powers as to surplus lands). 

Wakefield Waterworks— Wandsworth Bridge— Waterford 
and Central Ireland Railway, Kilkenny Junction Railway 
and Central Ireland Railway (No. 1)—Waterford and 
Central Ireland Railway, Kilkenny Junction Railway, and 
Central Ireland Railway (No. 2)—Waterford, Dungarven, 
and Lismore Railway—Waterford and Lin:erick Railway— 
Waterford, New Ross, and Wexford Junction Railway— 
West Lancashire Railway—Whitby and North Cleveland 
Junction Kailway—Whitby, Redcar, and Middlesborough 
Union Railway— Widnes (West) Junction Railway—Wol- 
verhampton, Walsall, and Midland Junction Railway— 
Worcester, Bromyard, and Leominster Railways-- Wrex- 
ham District Tramway—Wrexham and East Denbighshire 
Water—Wrexham, Mold, and Connah’s Quay Railway 
Company—Wrexham, Mold and Connah’s Quay Railwsy 
(Mineral Branches).—From the Morning Lost. 
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NOVELS. 


There is a vast deal of what is popularly believed to be 
law to be found in novels other than those of Justinian. 
Indeed, a novel can hardly be regarded as orthodox that 
does not either turn upon or culmmate in a Jaw-suit, or at 
least introduce one as u kind of side show. But this romance 
Jaw is quite as apt tu be unlike any thing to be found in 
the ‘‘ books”’ as some of the characters are apt to be unlike 
any found in every-day life. 

Almost every lawyer is familiar with the famous blunder 


* of Mr. Samuel Warren, in his “‘ Ten Thousand a Year,” in 


making ‘* Lord Chief Justice Widdrington ” decide that an 
ancient deed was not admissible in eviden:e, because it con- 
tained an erasure. Of course it was necessary so to decide 
in order to carry out the plot; and considering the charming 
story he had given us, Mr. Warren might have been easily 
pardoned for his bad law, had he not, in a note to a sub- 
sequent edition, undertakea to demonstrate the strict legal 
accuracy of the decisicn, 

Sir Walter Scott, Jike Warren, was a lawyer and familiar 
with the law and its prictice, but we remember to have 
read an article in an English law review pointing out a 
number of important errors in the law and practice at the 
trial in the ‘‘ Heart of Mid-Lothian.” 

We recall the niost palpable error. It will be remembered 
that Effie Deans was on trial for her hfe, the burden of the 
charge against her being that she had not disclosed her 
pregnancy to any one. But Sir Walter made the prosecutor 
produce and found his case upon a letter from the father 
of the child, which clearly proved not only that the 
pregnancy had been disclesed to him (which was sufficient 
to end the case), but also to at least one other person—the 
woman whom he sent to assist her in her “ approaching 
streight.” ‘The prosecutor thus virtually ‘* put himself out 
of court.” 

Charles Reade, though not a lawyer, pretends, like 
Bulwer, to have the written opinion of a lawyer {for which 
he says he pays—an important point), on all legal matters 
introduced by him in his stories. If this be so, his counsel 
must be of a very cheap order, fer he occasionally makes 
an absurd error, as where in ‘‘ Griffith Gaunt,” evidence of 
want of chastity is he'd admissible to impeach veracity of a 
female witness ; or where, in “ Very Hard Cash,” the dying 
declaration of the plaintiff’s sister as to his sanity was 
admitted in an action for false imprisonment ; or where, in 
‘Foul Play,”’ he permits his hero to be tried and convicted 
of a forgery, without any attempt being made by the 
prisoner's counsel to secure a postponement of the case, 
although his only important witness, the one that could have 
established the prisoner's innocence, was sick snd unable to 
respond to the subpoena, 

A very fair illustration of the antics which law is made to 
perform upon the stage may be found in the popular 
dramatization of “ Rip Van Winkle.” In that represented 
by Mr. Jefferson, Hatterick, a wily Dutchman, discovers, 
though the medium of a hopeful relative, who is a lawyer’s 
clerk, that his title to the fair domain of ‘‘ Falling Water ’’ 
is liable to defeasance, he holding only as mortgagee of 
“Rip,” the former owner and possessor, Thereupon a little 
conspiracy is entered into to induce the good-for-nought to 
execute a deed in fee of the mortgaged premises. Mr. Van 
Winkle concludes to think about it, and pockets the draft 
deed. After his protracted slumber, the finding of this 
unsigned deed in his game bag is held to be not only con- 
clusive evidence of his identity, but of his claim to the broad 
acres that, in former years, he had mortgaged away. In 
the dramatization of Mr. McWade, the law is subjected to 
éven a severer strain. ‘Therein a son of the same wily 
Dutchman (again a clerk in a lawyer's office) learns that a 
wealthy sister of ‘‘ Rip's'’ is about to bequeath her pro- 
perty to ‘‘ Rip’s’’ daughter. Thereupon Hatterick induces 
“Kip” to execute an agreement, that the said son and 
daughter shall intermarry, or in default thereof, the 
delinquent shall surrender his or her property, from what- 
ever source derived, to the other. ‘‘ Rip,’’ however, reserves 
the right to cancel this agreement within twenty years. 
During “ Rip’s” somnolent period, the daughter concludes 
not to marry the son. Of course, according to the theory of 
the plot, she would have lost the property bequeathed to 
her by her aunt, had not Mr Van Winkle put in an appear- 
ance at the last moment and cancelled the agreement. Not 
the slightest attempt seems to have been made by the 
dramatist to ascertain the legal effect of “ Rip’s” contract, 
r a8 to how far he could bargain away his daughter's legacy. 








While this profane novel-law may do no particular harm, 
it displays a slovenliness or ignorance on the part of story 
writers which is inexcusable. It is by no means required 
that one who undertakes to be a novelist should first learn 
law. But if,in writing his novel, he desires to touch upon 
the law, he is then as much bound to acquaint himself with 
it—to state it correetly, as he is to acquaint himself with 
the passions and actions of individuals. No one in an 
English company is bound to speak French, but if he does, 
and speaks it incorrectly, he is justly the subject of ridicule. 
So no story writer is obliged to make the law a part of his 
plot, and if he does he is much to be censured if he does not 
do it with a great degree of correctness. His duty is to 
“hold the mirror up to nature,” and to show “the very 
age and body of the time, his form and feature.’”’—Albany 
Law Journal. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quotation, Jan. 3, 1873. 
3 per Cent, Consols, 91Z , Annuities, April, ’85 93 
Ditto for Account, Feb. 2, 92} | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. iy08 183 
3 per Cent. Reduced 913 | Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct. 2 dis 
New 3 per Cent., 913 Ditto, £500, Do —2 dis 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, 94 Nitto, £100 & £200, —2 dis 
D2. 24 per Cont., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 44% per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year) 246 
Annuities, Jan, ’80— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


(ndiaStk.,104pCt.Apr.'74,205 , Ind. Enf.?r.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 
D.ttofor Account. — | Ditto,5$ per Cent., May,'79 105 
Ditto 5per Cent.,July,"80108$ | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — } April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat,, Oct. 88 1034 | Do.Do,5 per Cent.,Aug.’73 101 
Ditto,ditro ,Certificates, — Do. Bouds, 4 per Ct., £1000 
Ditto Knfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 96, Vittc, ditto, ander £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


| Railways. Paid. |Closing Prices. 








Stock Bristol and Exeter ......cccccecesccecsereeecersesseres | 100 1l7 
Stock Caledonian ... 
































Stock Giasgow and South-Western .......0... 100 | 128 
Stuck Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 100 | 41} 
Stock Great Northern ........ceceeeere 100 1393 
Stock, Do., A Scock* . 100 198 
Stock Great Southern and lou 116 
Stuck Great Western—Original 100 1243 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire .. 100 1533 
Stock, London, Brighton, and Soath 100 783 
Stock London, Chatham, aud Dover, 100 233 
stock London and North-Western 100 15ig 
St.ck! London and South Western... 100 1044 
St ck, Manchester, Sheffield, and 100 55§ 
Stock Metropolitan ..... eve eee 100 | 695 
ee a eee ewe) 100 3) 
Stock Midlaud deecnseceves| 1OU 443 
StoOCK North Brittslt cocccssecserseesersereeseesereeneerseses 100 75 
Stuck! North Eastert......ccoccccesscccecccccerssccccsecceces, LOU 165 
Stuck North London 100 ily 
Stock Nyrtha Stafordshire roo.ce.cceseceeseereeseeccceeeeee, LOO 75 
Stock, South Devon ...., eceten coosmnens| 100 71 
Bouck, South-Eastern ....0c...-ccrcercecscececsecsecce seves ve! 100 | 1054 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





Money MARKET AND City Inracriesse 

When business was resumed upon the Stock Exchange 
after the interruption of the Christmas holidays, the settle- 
ment engrossed the attention of the members. The 
continuations in the railway market remainedat much the 
same rates. In the foreign market the rates varied from 4 
to 7 per cent. At the close of last week railway securities 
improved, and they were in very active request at the 
beginning of this week, a remarkable feature being 
the continued demand for Atlantic and Great Western 
Securities and ErieConsolidated Bonds. This tirmness, how- 
ever, has not been supported, stocks having been pressed for 
sale, and a general fall ha-"»g taken place. A still farther 
depression is announced tins evening (Friday). -Foreign 
securities were generally buoyant at the commencement of 
the week, but the heaviness of railways has had some 
influence in depressing them. Nevertheless this evening 
firmness is said to prevail in foreign stocks generally. 

The following is a table of the minimum rate of discount 
during the past year :—Jan. Ist. Bank rate stood at 3 p. c. 
from Dec, 14, 1871; April 4, 3} p.c.; April ll, 4p. ¢.; 
May 9, 5 p. c. ; May 30, 4 p. c. ; June 13, 3} p.c. ; June 20, 
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3p. c.; July 18, 3} p.c.; Sept., 18, 4p.c.; Sept. 26, 43 
p.c.; Oct. 3,5 p. c.; Oct 10,6 p.c.; Nov. 9,7 p. a3 


Nov. 28, 6 p.c.; Dec. 12, 5 p.c. 








COURT PAPERS. 


— 


COURT OF 


CHANCERY. 


SITTINGS IN AND AFTER Hitary Term, 1873. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
Lincoln’s Inn, 
Mondy, Jan.13 | 
Tuesday ....145 Appeals. 
Wednesday .15..Aps.mtns. &a pps. 
Thursday ..16.. Appeals. 
Friday voeel} Bkt. apps., ptns., 


& apps. 
eater eoce Appeals. 
-- App. mtns. & apps. 
28..Appeals. 
Friday we apps., ptns., 
apps. 
Monday .... 
Tuesday.. 
Wednesday..29..App. mtns, & apps. 
Thursday ..30.. Appeals. 
en Bkt. apps., ptas., 
Friday & apps. 
N.B.—During these sittings, ex- 
cept on Saturdays, the Lord 
Chancellor will usually sitin Fall 
Court with the Lords Justices of 
the Court of Appeal. 


27 § 
28 j Appeals. 


LORDS JUSTICES. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
= § Petns. in lunacy 
anand app. petitions. 
“Appeals. 


Saturdy, 


Monday ....13. 
Puesday ..0el4 

Wednesday .!5 : App. mtns. & app 
Thursday ..16..Appeals. 

Friday .-17..Bkt. apps. & apps. 
Saturday { Petns. in Junacy 


2018 5 
Monday .... 


Ss 


( & app. petas. 
20..Appeals. 


Palatine of Lanc , 
Apps. from Stan- 
narics Ct., Apps. 
22..App. mtns.& apps. 
-- Appeals. 

.. Bkt.apps. & apps 

25 { Petns. in lunacy 
oom & any ati 
& app. petitions 

277 


Tuesday ....21 


Appeals. 
29..App. mtns, & apps 

Thursday ..3)..Appeals. 
Friday .-31..Bkt. apps. & apps. 
Notice.—The days (if any) on 
which the Lords Justices shal! be 
engaged in the Full Court or at 

: ’ . 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 


Chancery-lane. 


i..Motns. & gen. pa 


-- General paper. 


Petns., sht. caus., | 
and | 


Saturday ..184 adj. sums., 


gen. pa. 
29 

Tnesday -...21 7 General paper. 

Wednesday .22) 

Thursday ..2+..Mtns & gen. pa. 

Friday ....24.,General paper. 


Ptns., sht. caus., | 


Saturday ..25/ adj. sums., and 

general paper. 

Monday ....27 

Taesday ....28 > General paper, 

Wednesday .29 

Thursday ..30..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Petns., sht. causes, 
adj. sums., and 

(general paper. 

N.B.—Unopposed petitions must be 
presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the 


Friday......31 


Apps. frm County 


intended to be heard as short 
causes must be so marked at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to 
be so heard. 


V.C. Sin RICHARD MALINS. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
Satrdy.,Jan.11..Mtns. & gen. pa. 

Monday ....13 

Tuesday....14 > General paper. 
Wednesday 15 

| Thursday ..16,,Mtns. & gen. pa, 

| Friday ....17, ,Petns. & gen. pa. 
le, . Sht. causes, adj, 
Saturday ..18 inn & gen. pa, 
| Monday ..+.20} 


| Tuesday ....2t » General paper. 

| Wednesday .22 

| Thursday ..23..Mtns. & gen, pa. 

| Friday ....24..Petns, & gen. pa. 
| Short causes, adj. 
| Saturday 2025 on. & gen. pa. 

| Monday ....27 

| Tuesday ... 3 General paper. 

| Wednesday .29 

| Thursday ..30..Mtns.& gen. pa. 
| Settee Short causes, adj. 
| friday ....31 oor & gen. pa. 
| N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
| heard as short causes must, be 
| so marked at least one clear day 
| before the same can be put in the 
| paper to be so heard. 
| 
| 
' 
| 





V. C. Sir JAMES BACON, 
Lincoln’s Inn. 

| Satrdy. Jan.11..Mtns, & adj. su ms. 
Monday ...13..In Bankruptcy. 

| Tuesday ....14 
Wednesday 15 } General paper. 

| Thursday ..16..Mtns, & adj. sums. 
Friday ....17..General paper. 

a. vo Petns., sht. cans., 
Saturday ..18 { & general paper. 
Monday ....20..In Bankruptcy, 
Tuesday ..o02! 0 a. noeat pane 
Wednesday .22$§ General paper. 

{Thursday ..23..Mtns. & adj. sums. 

| Friday .....24..General paper. 

" . ( Petns., sht. caus. 
| Saturday ..25 & gen. pa. 
Monday ....27..[n Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday Bia _- 
Wednesday. .29 General paper. 
Thursday ..30.. Mtns. & adj. sums 

31 { Ptns., sht. caus., 

*+*°" (and general paper’ 

| N.B.—Any causes intended to be 

heard as short causes must be so 
| marked at least one clear day be- 
| fore the same can be put in the 
| paper to be so heard. 
| 


| Friday 


V.C. Str JOUN WICKENS. 
Lincoln's Inn, 


Satrdy.,Jan.11..Motions & gen. pa. 
| Monday ....13 

| Tuesday ....14 | General paper. 

| Wednesday .15 - 

| ae Mtns., Adj. sums, 

Thursday ..16 & zen, nm J 
Petns., adj, sums., 
and gen. pa. 

Sht. caus., adj. 
sums., & gen. pa 


| Friday veel f 


| 
| Saturday ..18 


| Monday ....20 
| Tuesday ....21 
Wednesday 22 - . 
P Mtns. adj. sums, 
Thareday ..23 { General paper. 
Petns., adj. sums., 
& general] paper. 
Short causes, adj. 


General paper. 


| Priday «2.624 
Saturday ..25 


} sums. & gen. pa. 


Thursday preceding the Saturday | Monday ....27 ( 


on which it is intended they 
should be heard; and any causes 


| Tuesday ....26 


General paper. 
| Wednesday "29 





Mtns. & adj. sums, fore the same can be put in th 
& general paper. paper to be so heard, 

Petns., sht. causes | No cause, motion for decree, or 
Friday......31 { adj. sums., and further consideration, except by 

general paper. order of the Court, may 
marked to stand over ifit shall be 
within twelve of the last cause or 
matter in the printed paper of 
the day for hearing. 


Thursday ..30 { 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 








Succestions By Str Lawrence Pret.—In a letter pub. 
lished in Monday’s Zimes, Sir Lawrence Peel, the Indian 
Assessor to the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, 
lays down the following principles as a _ basis for 
law reform:—l. Consult the genius of the people, their 
habits, wants, and tastes. 2. Lay first good foundations, 
and do not sacrifice primary to appellate jurisdiction. 3, 
Revise your whole existing system ; see what it has in ex. 
cess and in what itis defective, educate well and com. 
pletely—by public lectures, exercises, and private training 
concurrently—the legal profession, the raw material; and 
let your Court of Appeal—your harbour of refuge—be 
your last provision. A Court of Appeal, like a hospital, a 
madhouse, a poorhouse, or a gaol, is, in a certain sense, an 
opprobrium, and not a crown of glory, especially when _ 
full. 4. Take care not to make work for your courts by 
bad legislation. 5. Have no occasional services, but be 
always at work, and have no legal tidyings up. 6. Do not 
make your Judges servants of all work. Real needs :—A 
code on the model of the best existing actual precedent 
laws, improved by omission, addition and other necessary 
variation. A total revision, and reduction to a uniform 
standard, of all local laws of every kind. Local and 
special legislation are corrupting the legal atmosphere, 
Economy of legal strength by fit distribution. Strengthen. 
ing of all primary courts everywhere. Appeals limited to 
their proper objects, especially when they come from afar, 


ConsTITCTION OF THE Fina Court or APPEAL.— 
It may be useful to compare with a portion of the scheme. 
by Mr. Vernon Harcourt, which we printed last week, the 
following brief summary of some of the proposals with 
reference to the constitution of the final Court of Appeal 
made by the Committee of the Lords which sat last session, 
The full report will be found in our last’ volume, at p. 738, 
That a Judicial Committee be constituted, with power to 
sit throughout the judicial year, and to which all appeals 
from the colonies and dependencies, and trom Courts of 
Admiralty and Prize to Her Majesty in Council, and all 
appeals and writs of error to the House of Lords, shall be 
referred. That the Committee shall consist of the Lord Chan. 
cellor,as President, and four salaried members to be appointed 
by Her Majesty, and of the ex officio members hereinatter men- 
tioned, all of whom should be styled Lords of Appeal; should 
be Privy Councillors, and if not already peers, should 
receive from the Crown a patent conferring a peerage for 
life, and should thereupon be entitled to a writ of summons, 
to be called a writ of summons for judicial purposes, 
enabling them, so long as they are members of the Com- 
mittee hereby constituted, to sit and vote in the said 
Committee, but not to sit or vote in any legislative or other 
proceeding in the House. No person shall be qualified 
to be a salaried member of the Committee unless— 
(a.) He shall have filled the office of Lord High 
Chancellor of Great Britain or of Ireland; or unless. 
(J.) He shall have held judicial office for not less than 
two years as judge of one of the Superior Courts of Law or 
Equity in England or Ireland, or as Lord of Council 
and Session in Scotland, or as Chief Justice of Bengal. 
That, in addition to the Lord Chancellor end the 
salaried members of the Committee, all peers who shall have 
filled the office of Lord Chancellor or of judge of any of the 
Superior Courts of England, Scotland, or Ireland, and also- 
the following judicial personages, namely, the Lord Chief 
Justice of England, the Master of the Rolls (not being 
Member of the House of Commons), the Lord Chief Justice 
of the Common P’eas, the Lord Chief Baron of the Exche- 
quer, and the Lords Justices of the Court of Appeal in 
Chancery, shall be ex oficio members of the Committee. 
That in order to constitute a quorum of the Com- 
mittee, when the Committee shall be sitting in one divi- 
sion, not less than three Lords of Appeal must be present. 
That when, from the pressure of business, it is neces- 
sary for the Committee to sit in \wo divisions, it shall have 
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power to, do so, but in that case not less than three members 
must be present in each division. 


Vic, or Vict.?—The Canada Law Journal says—“ The 
well-worn maxim, ‘ De minimis non curat lez,’ is all very 
well in its way; but there are some small things which 
lawyers must take care of, and as to which the counter- 
maxim applies, ‘ Peccare in minimis maximum est peccatum.” 
One small thing which has troubled us is the persistent 
way in which the printers of our Statutes and reports 
will truncate the proper abbreviation of her Majesty’s 
first Christian name. It may be in keeping for some of 
our very good friends of the adjoining Republic to talk 
and write of ‘Vic.,’ because they cannot pronounce 
‘Vict; but surely the latter is the correct mode of 
printing the reference to statutes passed in the present 
reign. ‘Vict.’ is the root or etymon of ‘ Victoria,’ and, as 
such, forms its proper syllabic division, and should be 
regarded in abbreviating the name. In all English law- 
books the citation of statutes passed in her Majesty’s 
Teign is as we contend for.” 


Nonpescripr Lecat Procress.—A Canadian contemporary 
prints a document, which it thinks must have struck the 
recipient with profound awe, not to say terror. Whether it 
had the desired effect we know not, but we are informed 
that this effort of the worthy J.P. was too much for him, 
for the gentleman who sent us the document quaintly re- 
marks, “ You will not be surprised to learn that he has since 
died.” The paper roads as follows, except that we disguise 
the names :— 

“Province of Canada, 

“Counties of Huron and Bruce, Smith, of the 

“TO WITT: Township of 

McKillop maketh oath before the undersigned one of her 

Majesty’s Justices of the Peace in and for the said counties 

for that Mr. Brown also of McKillop unlawfully holds two 

ewes the property of said Complant I advise you on re- 

ceipt of this note to return said sheep to Thomas W. Smith 
save costs & verry much oblige 

“ Respectfully yours, 
Perer Suita J.P. (Seal).” 


AmericAN Patent Law.—RepucinGc AN INVENTION TO 
Practick.—A writer in the American Law Register, after 
a careful discussion of the American cases, says :—To sum 
up this discussion, the following are the conclusions at 
which we arrive—1l. Before an invention can be considered 
as having been so reduced to practice as to give its author, 
without further effort on his part, an irrefragable title to 
it, if duly asserted, it must have been embodied in a prac- 
tical working machine, capable of being operated to perform 
its intended functions for business purposes. If not capa- 
ble of such embcdiment, it must have been brought to an 
equivalent state of perfection in some other way. Upon 
this point there is no conflict in our judicial tribunals. 2. 
The weight of the authorities is decidedly in favour of 
requiring that such machine should have been put in ac- 
tual use for business purposes. 3. While, upon principle, 
it would seem that such use should bein public, it must be 
confessed that many of the decisions recognize a private 
use as sufficient. Such are the results which seem neces- 
sarily to follow from a somewhat extensive examination of 
the reports, although they are not altogether such as were 
anticipated, nor such as commend themselves to the 
judgment. No one will be more gratified than the writer 
should it be found, upon a thorough study of the cases, 
that they should be modified in essential particulars. 


Thomas W. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Lewis—On Jan. 2, at 42, Gloucester-place, Hyde-park, the 
wife of Richard Lewis, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a daughter, 

Ronertrs—On Jan 1, at 4, Stanley-gardens, Kensington, the 
wife of E, Russell Roberts, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Rumsry—On Dec, 26, at 30, Colehorne-road, S.W., the wife 
of Almaric Rumsey, Esq., barrister-at-law, Assistant Solicitor 
of Customs, of a son. 

MARRIAGE. 

GRevitLr—I£arn—On Dec. 31, at the parish church, Yaver- 
land, 1.W., A. E. Greville, Esq., solicitor, of Towcester, to 
Jane, third daughter of the late John Henry Hearn, Esq., 
solicitor, of Ryde, 1.W. 





DEATHS. 
Covrson—On Dec. 29, at The Priory, Sale, Cheshire, John 
Coulson, of Manchester, solicitor. 
Hoppe—On Dec. 31, at his residence, 24, Ladbroke-square, Lon- 
don, Henry Hoppe, Esq., aged 69 years. 
Witkrixson—On Dec. 31, at North Walsham, Norfolk, George 
Wilkinson, solicitor, aged 72. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


ee 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Turspay, Dec. 24, 1872. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Sun Permanent Benefit Building Society —Creditors are required, on 
or before Jan 20, to senc their names and addresses, and the particu- 
lars of their debts or claims, to Thos Edwd Hall, 20, Bridge st, 
Sunderland. Tuesday, Feb 11 at 11, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

Licensed Victuallers’ Wine Association ( Limited.) —By an order made by 
the Master of the Rolls, dated Dec 14, it was ordered that the sai¢ 
association be wound up. Hicks and Arnold, Salisoury st, Strand, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 

Professional and General Co-operative Society (Limited.)—Vice Chan- 
cellor Malins, has, by an order dated Nov 12, appointed Albert Marley, 
460, New Oxford st, to be official liquidator. Creditors are requested, 
on or before Jan 20, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to the above. Monday, Feb 3 at 12, 
is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Sheerness Public Rooms Company (Limited.)—Petition for winding up, 
presented Dec 19, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins, 
on Janl7. Brook and Chapman, Walbrook, agents for Mole, Sheer- 
ness, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Warrant Finance Company (Limited.)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Jan 25, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Mr. Jas Alex Mann, 24, Gt Winc’ester st. 
Saturday, Feb l5at 11.30, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
npon the debts and claims. 

FripaY, Dec. 27, 1872. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

Chemical Light Company (Limited.)—By an order made by Vice Chan- 
cellor Malins, dated Dec 20, it was ordered that the above company 
be wound up by the court. Curtis, King st, Cheapside; Ramsden, 
Leadenhall st; solicitors for the petitioners. 

Glain Pedror Mining Company (Limited.)—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Dec 18, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls, on 
the first petition day in Hilary Term, Argles and Rawlins, Grace- 
churcn st, solicitors for the petitioners. 


STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 
Tuespay, Des. 24, 1872. 

East Providence Mining Compary.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Dec 13. directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the Princes 
Hall, Truro, on Wednesday, Jan 8 at 11. Affidavits intended to be 
used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed at the 
Registrar’s Office, ‘Truro, on or defore Monday, Jan 6, and notice 
thereof must at the same time be given to the petitioner, his solicitors, 
ortheir agents. Gregory and Co, Bedferd row, agents for; Hodge 
and Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Turspay, Dec, 31, 1872. 

Great Western Mines Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Dec 24, directed to be heard before the Vice Warden, at the 
Princes Hall, Truro,on Wednesday, Jan8 at ll. Affidavits intended 
to be used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed 
at the Registrar’s office, Truro, on or before Monday, Jan 6, and notice 
thereof must, at the same time, be given to the petitioner, his solici- 
tor, or agents. Hodge and Co, Truro, agents for Southgate, King’s 
Bench walk, solicitor for the petitioner, 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tuxrspay, Dec. 31, 1872. 
Buxton New Benefit Society, Railway Hotel, Buxton. Dee 21 
Court Saint Swithin, No. 5334, Ancient Order of Foresters Friendly 
Society, Assembly Rooms, owyn, Merioneth, Dec 24 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tuwspay, Dec, 24, 1872. 

Hawkins, Fredk, Hyde pl, Greenwich, Gent. Jan 22. 
Seard, V,C. Wickens. Scard, Bishopsgate st Within 

Howe, Lucy Julia, New rd, Hammersmith, Widow, Jan 25. Clayton v 
Cocke. M.R. Watkin, Gray’s inn eq 

Pallett, Robt, Cannon st, Wine Merchant. -Jan 11. Moysey o Pallett, 
V.C. Malins, Hill, Queen st, Cheapside 

Pye, Geo Richd, Lavenham, Suffolk, Gent. Jan 21. Underwood 
Walsh, V.C. Malins. Riddle, Harcourt bidgs, Temple 

Stabb, Wm, Paignton, Devon, Gent, Jan 11. Churchward v Peek, 
V.C. Malins. Eastley, Paignton 

Starkey, Kichd, Totterdown, Somerset, Comm Agent. 
Candy v Salmon, V.C. Malins, Janeway, Bedford row 

Stewart, Laurence Robertson, Strand-on-the-Green, Gent. Jan 31. 
Dodsworth v Stewart, V.C. Malins 

Sinkler, Robt, Queen’s bldgs, Knightsbridge, Pork Butcher, Jan 13. 
Sinkler v Compton, V,C. Malins. Pamphiloa. John st, Adelphi 

Walker, Robt, Lockwood, nr Hudderstield, York, Clothier, Jan 3. 
Walker v Walker, V.C. Bacon, Craven, Huddersfield — 

Yates, Geo Wm, Stillington, York, Gent, Jan 13, Wigglesworth e 
Yates, V.C. Malius. Yates, Vassall villas, Hol'and rd, Brixton 


Hawkins o 


Jan 13. 
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Aspinal), Thos, Water Orton, Warwick, Gent. Jan 23, 
Hill, M.R. Stretton, Cornnill 

Bigg, Edwd Smith, Hyde, Sussex, Solicitor. Jan 20. 
V.C. Wickens, Prior and Co, Liccoln’s iun fields 

Eccles, Jas, Bingley, York, Gent. Jan 20. Pearson v Foulds, V.C. 
Bacon, Burr, Keighley 

Hastings, John Edmund, Union st, Southwark, Pawnbroker. Jan 23. 
Cartland v Read, M.R. Freeman, Gutter lane, Cheapside 

Horne, Susannah, Swinton st, Spinster. Jan 14, Lorberg » Evans, 
YV.C. Malins. Payne, King’s rd, Bedford row 


Stevenson v 


Bigg wv Bigg, 


Verge, Benj Nicholas, Palace rd, Lambeth, Licensed Victualler. Jan 
23. Verge v Verge, V.C. Bacon. Jowning, Basinghall st 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Torspay, Dec. 24, 1872. 

Barness, Fredk, Thurloe pl, South Kensington, Captain, Militia. Jan 4. 
Ta: queray and Co, New Broad st 

Chorley, Lawrence, Eccleston, Lancashire, Farmer. Feb 1, Beasiey 
and Oppenheim, St Helen’s 

_— Chas, Watling st, Merchant, March 1. Carr, St Mildreds c', 
Poultry 

Clemson, Wm, Newcastle under Lyme, Stafford, Draper. Jan 8. 
Slaney, Newcastle 

Dawes, Wm, Rosherville, Kent, Clerk in Holy Orders. Jan 31. 
and Co, Gray’s inn sq 

Edleston, Robt Smith, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Calico Printer. 
22. Heron, Manch 

Fazakerley, Hugh, Lpcol, Licensed Victualler. Jan 6. Snowball and 
Copemau, Lpool 

Flinders, Mary, Kingstown, Ireland, Spinster. Jan 20. Lewin, Canter- 
bury rd, Ball’s Pond 

Grace, Edwd, Ditton, Lancathire, Farmer. Feb 1 Beasley, and 
Oppenheim, St Helen’s 

—- Eliza, Bath, Somerset, Licensed Victualler. Feb 1. 

ath 

Henry, Alf, Vauxhall bridge rd, Westminster, Plumber. 
Millman, Southampton bidgs, Chancery lane 

Hoppner, Richd Belgrave, Versailles, France, Gent. March 25, 
tank, Sergeants’ inn, Fleet st 

Horsefield, talph, Hyde, Cheshire, Esq. 
Wrigley, O dham 

Iredell, Jas Shrubb, Gloucester, Esq. Feb 20, 
Charterhouse sq 

Jackson, Wm, Bradford, York,Gent. Feb 28. 
Bradford 

Jones, Robt, Wrexham, Denbigh. Feb 2. James, Brynyffynnon 

Lang, Wm, Manch, Civil Engineer. Jan3l. Sale and Co, Manch 

Lidgard, Thos, Louth, Lincoln, Gent, Jan 3il. Reed 

Lownshrough, Wm, Scarborough, York, Yeoman. Feb 5. Moody and 
Co, Scarborough 

Oldroyd, Benjamin, Dewsbury Moor, York, Cloth Finisher. Jan 11. 
Fryer, Dewsbur. 

Poulson, Join, Hanley, Stafford, Colour Maker. March 25 Litchfield, 
Newcastle 

Ridler, John, Lydney, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Feb 28. 

Feb 1. 


Loveil 


Feb 


Payne, 
Jan 10. 
Green 


March 1. Murray and 


tobinson and Co. 


Watson and Dickons, 


Wintle and 
Maule, Newnbam 

Robinson, Hy Cuas, Stepney green, Surgeon. 
Philips, Church ct, Lothbury 

Rougemont, Arthur Moubray, South st, Thurloe sq, Brompton, Esq. 
Feb 17. Crosley and Burn, Moregate st 

Runton, Jas, Leven Carr, nr Beverley, York, Farmer. 
Shepherd and Co, Bererley 

Southall, Horatio, Moseley, Worcester, Attorney. Feb 1, Sonthalland 
Co, Newhall st, Birm 

Stepney, Wm Fredk Ross Cowe!l, South Audley st, Grosvenor sq, Esq. 
Feb 23. Berkeley and Calcott, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Stocken, Wm, Hemel Hewpstead, Hertford, Solicitor. 
and Andrew, Baldock 

Tingey, Jas, Lower Caldecote, Bedford, Gardener. Feb 22. 
Biggleswade 

Bergh, Algernon Sidney Vanden, Ipswich, Suffolk. Feb 1. Grimsey 
and Co, Ipswich 


Pilgrim and 


Feb 14. 


Febl. Stocken 


Chapman, 


Frivay, Dec, 27, 1872. 
Bradley, Sarah Harvey, St John's Wood rd, Spinster. 
Coliyer and Co, Bedford row 
Brock. Wm Wallen, Clifton, Bristol, Doctor. Feb 1. 
Bedford row 
Dongias, Jolin, Skirbeck, Lincoln, Proprietor of a Travelling Theatre. 
Feb 8. lutland and Graves, Peterborough 
Foy Charlotte, Avenue terrace, Bridge avenue, Hammersmith, Widow. 
_March 14. Parrott, Stony Stratford 
ven Lerjamin, Harlington, Bedford, Farmer, Feb 3. Green, 
oburn 
Hearn, Ann, Susannah, D’Eynsford rd, Camberwell Green Licensed 
Victualler. Jan 25, King, South eq, Grays inn 
Home Harriet Catherine, Bath, Spinster. Jan 31. Farrer and Co, 
Lincola’s inn fields 
Ingham, Wm, Leeds, Gent. Feb 28. Dibb and Co, Leeds 
Judd, Mary, Dorset st Baker st, Spinster. Feb 1. Hallowes and Co, 
Jan 3). 


March 1. 
White and Sons, 


Bedford row 

Parker, Kobt Wm, Manch, Corn Factor. 
Manch 

Ranier, George, Vicar of Ninfield, Sussex, Clerk, Feb 8, Sladen and 
Mackenzie, Parliament st, Westminster 

Reece, Wi, Aymestrey, Hereford, Innkeeper. Jan 30. Davies, Ross, 
Hereford 

=: Jolin Ibtott, Woburn, Bedfordshire, Draper. Jan 30. Green, 


oburn 
Walkington, John, Leeds, Furniture Dealer. March 1. Simson and 
Burrell, Leeds 
Watts, Wm, Nottingham, Gent. Feb 15. Enfield and Dowson, Not- 
Uungham 
Woolley, Hy, Edgware rd, Contractor, Feb6. Bicknell and Horton, 
Edgware r¢, Hyde Pk 


Boote and Edgar, 





Norton, Chas Danl, Pk st, Islington. Feb 1. Edwards and Co, Ely pl, 
Holborn 

Vass, Jas, St Alban’s, Hertford, Gent. Feb 18, 
Debenham, St Alban’s 

Wheeler, Emily, Mornington crescent, Hamp stead rd, Spinster. March 
30, Walker, and Martineau, Kmg’s rd, Gray’s inn 

Whitham, Ambrose, Robertshaw, Roath, Glamorgan, Gent. Feb 1, 
Rowiey and Co, Manch 


Thompson and 


Bankrupts, 
Tuespar, Dec. 24, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Harcourt, Victor Vernon, Clarendon rd, Notting Hill, Draper. 
20. Huaz.itt. Jan 10 a0l 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Albezette, Lewis, Uttley, nr Keighley, York, Travelling Bazaar Keeper, 
Pet Dec 13. Robinson. Bradford, Jan 7 at 9 
Grittin, Earle, Leicester, Tailor. Pet Dec 20. Ingram. 
6 at 12 
Gumucian Abraham, Manch. 
Harding, Robt P, Manch, Merchant. 


10 at 9.30 
Taylor, Hy, Manch, Salesman. Pet Dec 19. 


at 9 30 


Pet Dec 


Leicester, Jan 


Manch, Jan 9 at 10 
Kay. Manch, Jan 


Pet Dec 19. Kay. 
Pet Dec 19, 


Kay. Manch, Jan 17 
Fatwar, Dec. 27, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proo’s of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender ia London, 
Scott, Montagu, South sq, Gray’s ian, Solicitor. 
Rice. Jan 9atll 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Baker, Wm Thos, Hadley, nr Barnet, Farmer. Pet Dec 14. Harris, 


Barnet, Jan 14 at ll 
Gicht,Cohen, Dudley, Worcester, Glass Dealer. Walker, 
Riddiford. 


Pet Dec 11. Spring- 


Pet Dec 23, 
Dudley, Jan ¥ at 12 
Harris, Kichd, Gloucester, 
Gloucester, Jan Ih at Ll 
Houghton, Chas, and Felix Elliman, Leicester, Shoe Manufacturers, 
Pet Dec 24. Ingram. Leicester, Jan 7 at 12 
Pike, Susan, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Fruiterer. 
Aberdare, Jan 14 at Ll 
Warner, Chas Ibbot, Somersham, Hunts, and Thos Toplis Fox, Totten- 
ham, Millers. Pet Dec 23. Euden. Cambridge, Jao 10 at 12 
Tuespay, Dec. 31, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Buck, Chas, Clerkenwell green, Jeweller, Pet Dec 214. 
23 atil 
Clamp, Thos, Rossmore rd, East Dulwich, Builder, 
Hazlitt. Jan 2! at ll 
Hunt, Thos, Ladbroke grove rd, Notting Hill, Captain. Pet Nov 26. 
Hazlitt, Jan 17 at 12 
Pearce, Jas Thos, Franc's rd, Drummond rd, Builier. Pet Dec 23, 
Brougham. Jan 10 atl 
Reichmam, Friedrich Carle Langdale rd, Hill st, Peckham, out of busi- 
ness, Pet Dec 27. Hazlitt. Jan !7 atli 
Wike, Geo, and John Mellin Wike, Bread st, Merchants. 
Haziitt. Jan 16 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Jones, Thos, Burnham, Somerset, Cattle Sa'esman. 
Lovibond. Bridgwater, Jan 15 at 3 
Willams, Thos Benj, Chester, Railway Porter. 
Chester, Jan 15 at il 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
TvesDay, Dec, 24, 1872. 
Fairweather, John, Brompton, York, Farmer. Dee 14 
Mussett, Jas, jun, West Mersea, Essex, Oyster Merchant. 
Tvespay, Dec. 31, 1872, 
Greene, G M, Stanmore, Middx, Auctioneer. Dec 20 
Langton, John, jun, Harwich, Essex, out of business. 
Liquidation by Afrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Turspay, Dec. 24, 1872. 
Aldersey, Peter, Lpool, Agent. Jan 13 at 2, at offices of Jones, 
Harrington st, Lpool 
Astbury, Chas, Northwich, Cheshire, Draper. Jan 13 at 2, at the 
White Bear Hotel, Pizcadilly, Manch. Flescher, Northwich 
Benson, Robt, Lpool, Dealer in Glass. Jan 10 at 2, at ottices of Ivey, 
South John st, Lpool. Hughes, Lpool 
Lentiey, Geo, Dewsbury, York, Cabinet Maker. 
Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury 
Blackmore, Silas, und Geo Morley, Haggerstone rd, Builder. 
2, at offices of Linklater and Co, Walbrook 
Bond, Wm, Holeover st, Regents Pk, Baker. Jan 8 at 12, at offices of 
Whitwell, King st, Cheapside 
Bowker, Abraham, Atherton, Lancashire, Provision Daaler, Jan 15 at 
3, at offices of Anbler, South King st 
Bowman, John, Hulme, Mauch, Baker. Jan 3 at 2, at officesof Marshall, 
Princess st, Manch 
Bradley, Timothy, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Jun 7 at 3, at offices of 
Heaton, Dale st, Lpool 
Brewer, Wm Abel, Reigate, Surrey, Grocer. Jan 9 at 12, at offices of 
Merrison, Cannon st 
Brown, Jas, Nottingham, Boot Dealer. Jan 9 at 12, at offices of Shelton, 
St Peter's church yd 


Innkeeper. Pet Dec 24. 


Pet Dec 24, Rees, 


Roche. Jan 
Pet Dec 24. 


Pet Dec 24, 


Pet Dec 24 
Pet Dec 23. Royle. 


Nov 23 


Nov 28 


Jan 6 at 3, at offices of 


Jan 7 at 
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Bunney, Pobt, Owlesbury. Hants, Builder. Jan 3 at 11, at offices of 
Godwin, St Thomas st, Winchester — 

Burnet, Thos, Abingdon villas, Kensington, Gent. Jan 4 at 1, at 3, 
Poet's corner, Westminster 

ape of John-ton, Pilgrim st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Carney, Catherine, Lpool, out of business. Jan 7 at 12, at offices of 
Fowler and Carruthers, Clayton sq, Lpool 

Cathrey, Thos, Middlesbrough, York, Engineer. Jan 8 at 11, at offices 
of Braithwaite and Co, Albert rd, Middlesbrough. Bainbridge, 
Middlesbrough 3 

Charlesworth, John, Barnsley, York, Provision Dealer. Jan 6 at 11, 
at offices of Dibb, Regents st, Barnsley 

Cooper, Joshua Thos, Longstock, nr Stockbridge, Hants, out of business, 
Jan 14 at 4, at the Star and Garter Hotel, Andover. Killby, South- 
mpton 

P asst Thos, Manch, Safety Valve Manufacturer. Jan 13 at 4, at 
offices of Addleshaw, King st, Manch 

Cox, Johs, Birm, Ammunition Manufacturer. Jan 10 at 12, at offices 
of Beale and Co, Waterloo st, Birm 

Curry, Robt, Newcastle upon Tyne, Working Mason. Jan 1! at ll, at 
oftices of Story, Cross House, Westgate rd, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Daggett, Christopher, Woodstock, Oxford, Glove, Manufacturcr. Jan 
6 at 12, Wild and Co, Lot! bury, at 3, 

Daglish, Jas, Neweas'le-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Jan 6 at 11, at offizes of 
Hopper, Grainger st, Newcastle-upon-T'yne 

Davis, Fredk, Birm, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 3 at 3, at offices of Parry, 
Bennett’s hill, Birm 

Dickinson, Wm Jun, Birm, Polisher. Jan 4 at 12, at offices of Stratton, 
Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Dymock, Wm, Stockport, Cheshire, Printer. Jan 6 at 3, at offices of 
Reddish and Lake, Gt Underbank, Stockport 

Dvne, John Edwd, Canning rd, Highbury, Builder, Dec 31 at 2, at 
“Sanderson’s Hotel, Bevois ct, Basinghall st 

East, Jas, Broughton rd, Stoke Newington, Builder. Dec 30 at 2, at 
oftices of Dalton and Jessett, St Clement’s House, Ciement’s lane, 
Lombard st 

England, Wm, Stanhope terrace, Gloucester rd, South Kensington, 
Insurance Broker, Jan 15 at1,at the London Tavern, Bishopsgate 
st. Parker and Ciarke, St Michael’s alley, Cornhill 

Farrant, Champress, Millbrook, Hants, Licensed Victualler. 
3, at 6, Portland st, Leigh, Southampton 

George, Hy John, Birm, Fruiterer. Jan 14 at 11, at offices of Allen, 

HUnion passage, Birm 
aigh, Hy, Burghley rd, Highgate rd, Theatrical Manager. Jan 17 a4 
3, at offices of Heathfield, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hammond, Christopher, Gedney, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 13 at 10.15, at 
the Bull Inn, Long Sutton. Caparn and Wilders, Holbeach 

Handley, Sampson, Milwich, Stafford, Miller. Jan 9 at 11.30, at the 
Three Tuns Inn, Gaolgate st, Stafford, Ad terley, Longtoa 

Hare, Jchn, Newcastle upon Tyne. Cashier. Jan 10 at 12, at offices of 
Johnston, Pilgrim st, Newcastle uvon Tyne 

Haynes, John Penzer, Rowley Regis, Stafford, Ironmonger. 
12, at the Queens Hotel, Birm. Sanders and Smith, Birm 

Jackson. Wm Hy, Newbury. Berks, out of business. Jan 2 at 10, at 
the White Hart Hotel, Newbury. Lucas, Newbury 

Laight, John, Upper ;Marylebone st, Fitzroy sq, Cheesemonger. 
4 at 12, at offices of Marsden, Gresham bldgs, Guildhall 

Lainton, Jas, and Joseph Sealby, Carlisle, Sharebrokers. 
6, Devonshire st, Carlisle. McAlpin 

Leach, Joseph, Manch, Hardware Dealer. Jan 10 at2, at the Clarendon 
Rooms, Sonth John st, Lpool. Williams, Lpool 

Lewis, Geo, Dorset rd, Clapham r@, Greengrocer, 
of Waghorn, Camelia st, Wandsworth rd 

Lightbonnd, Thos Warburton, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Baker. Jan 6 at 
2, at offices of Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 

Long, Allen, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Outfitter. Jan 6 at 11,30, at 
the Townhall, Carmarthen. Lloyd, Haverfordwest 

Long, Oliver, Cardiff, Fancy Goods Dealer. Jan 14 at 11, at offices o 
Morgan, High st, Cardiff 

Lovick, Wm, Bergh Apton, Norfolk, Carpenter. 
of Winter and Francis, St Giles st, Norwich 

Lyon, Frank, Little Knight Rider st, Perfumer. Jan 18 at 2, at the 

asons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st 

Lyons, Sarah, Panton st, Haymarket, Tobacconist. Jan 2 at 2, at 
Haxell’s Hotel, Strand. Towne 

Mabane, John, Leeds, Boot Maker. Jan 6 at 3, at offices of Walker, 
East Parade, Leeds 

Menzies, Sontherland, Finchley rd, Gent. Jan 7 at 2, at offices of 
Lautear and Stewart, Abchurch lane 

Miles, Jas, Rochester, Kent, Clothier, Jan 6 at 3, at offices of Hayward, 
High st, Rochester 

Moreton, Ralph, Stockton, Durham, Tobacconist. Jan 7 at 11, at offic: 
of Hunton and Bolsover, Finkle st, Stocktoa 

Morris, Geo Horton, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Wine Merchant. Jan 
Tat 11, at offices of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Morrison, Chas Sutton, Andover, Hants, Watchmaker. Jan 8 at 1, at 
the Inns ot Court Hotel, Holborn. Lamb 

Mowat, John Alexander, Bromley, Kent, Boot Maker. Jan 16 at 2, at 
Offices ot Banks, Coleman st. Harcourt and Macarthur 

Nicholetts, Chas Hy, Guildford, Surrey, Colonel. Jan 15 at 12, at office 
of Loveut, High st, Guildford 

Potter, Sam}, Hucknall Torkard, Notts, Joiner. Jan 6 at 12, at offices 
of Parsons and Bright, Eldon chambers, Wheeler gate 

Price, Frank, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Innkeeper. Jan 9 at 2, at 
ie Aage Hotel, Regent st, Leamington Priors. Routh aad Stacey, 


Jan7 at 


Jan 9 at 


Jan 


Jan 3at 2,at 


Jan | at 3, at offices 


t 


Jan 3 at 11, at offices 





» 5 z 
Reed, Joseph, Ealing, Middlesex, Builder. Jan 2 at 12, at 33, Poultry 
ippon, Jas, Sheffield, Grocer. Jan 6 at 12, at offices of Tasker and 


Sons, North Church st, Sheffield. Mellor and Porretr, Sheffleld 
Sandford, Fredk Vavasonr, Weymouth st, Portiand pl, Surgeon. Jan 

7 at 12, at offices of Hendriks, New Cavendish st 

r, Thos Arthur, West st, Neckinger, Bermondsey, Beerhouse 

8 Keeper. Dec 31 at 2, at 12, Hatton gdn, Marshall 

impson, Walter, and Frederic Simpson, Preston, Lancashire, Cotton 

Spinners. Jan 9 at 3, at the, Clarence Hotel, Spring adns, Manch 
mith, Wm Hy, Brm, Draper. Jan 3 at ll, at offices of Joynt, 

Moor st, Birm 


| 


bell. Neil, High Walker, Northumberland Grocer. Jan 9 at 12, at | 





Spoer, John, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Grocer. Jan 10 at 2, at office 
of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Stevens, Ebenezer, Barnsbury rd, Islington, Patente? of Bread Making 
Machines. Jan 13 at 3, at offices of Thwaites, Basinghallst. Dobie, 
Basinghall st 

Stott, Isaac Leach, Roch tale, Lancashire. Cotten Warp Manufacturer. 
Jan 4 at 11, atthe Wheat Sneaf Hotel, Fennel st, Manch. Standring, 
Rochdale 

Studdy, Wm, Newcastle upon Tyne, Commission Agent. Jan 5 at 3, at 
offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Swallow, Thos Chas, Sands end, Fulham, Grocer. 
of Hicks and Arnold, Salisbury st, Strand 

Thornton, Hy, Old Broad st, Merchauvi. Jan7 at 3, at the Clarence 
Hotel, Spring gdns. Hampson, Manch 

Tilson, Alfd, Gedney, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 6 at 12, at the Bull Ina, 
Long Sutton. Bonner and Calthrop, Spalding 

Turpie, Wm, Matthew Cowen, John Mallison, and Hy Hardman, Manch 
a Makers. Jan 16 at 3, at the Clareuce Hot:l, Spring gdas, 

arrar 

Wainwright, Lemuel, Nottingham, Tailor. Jan 13 at 12, at offices of 
Heath, St Peter's church walk, Nottingham 

Walker, Hy, sen, Robt st, Hoxton, Wire Worker. 
Hatton gdn. Marshal 

Walker, Jas Joseph Fredk, Sheffield, Chemist. 
Biony and Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 

Wareing Peter, Halsall, Lancashire, Farmer. 
Welsby and Hill, Lord st, Southport 

Weston, Thos Richd, Camberwell rd, Publican. 
Camberwail rd. Maynar |, Clifford's inn 

Whitehead, John, Rochdale, Lancashire, Woolstapler. Jan 6 at 2, at 
offices of Ashworth, Yorkshire st, Rochdale 

Williams, David, and John Williams, Pontyminster, Monmouth, 
Millers. Jan 6 at 12, at offices of Graham, Commercial st, Newport 

Williams, Jas, Brecon, Licensed Victualler. Janu 8 at 2, at o-tices of 
Bishop, Wheat st, Brecon 

Williams, Joon, Ebbw Vale, Monmouth, Grocer. 
Liosd, Bank chambers, Newport 

Wood, Hy, Romsey, Hants, Farmer, Jan 8 at 3, at offices of Howell, 
Cheapside 

York, Jas, Oldbury, Worcester, Boot Maker. 
Adams, Goodhali st, Walsall 


Jan 7 at 3 at offices 


Dec 3! at 12, at 12, 
Jan 8 at 4, at offices of 
Jan 7 at 2, at offices of 


Jan 10 at 2, ac 188, 


Jan 7 at 11, at ofice of 


Jan 2 at Il, at offices of 
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Austen, Wm, Hythe, Kent, Carrier. Jan 21 at 3, at tha White Hart 
Hotel, Hythe. Minter, Folkestone 

Baker, John Lawrence, Worksop. Notts, Builder. Jan 9 at3,at ofices 
of Hodding and Beevor, Potter st. Wurksop : 

Bedford, Worthy, Marsifield. Gloucester, Horse Dealer. 
at offices of Bartram. Northumberland didgs, Bath 

Birkhead, John, Elland, York, Woollen Manufacturer, Jan 9 at 10.30, 
at the Wheatsheat Hotsl, Fennel st, Manch. Standring, Rochdale 

Blanchard, Thos, Trowbridge, Wilts, Chemist. Jan 6 at 2,atthe Bude 
Haven Hotel, Exeter (in lieu of the place originally named.) 

Briscoe, Hy, Cinderford, Gloucester, Carpenter. Jan 15 at 4, at the 
Lower George Hotel, Newnham. Jackson, Stroud 

Brook, Wm, Grenoside, York, Common Carrier. Jan 21 at 12,at odices 
of Patteson, Bank st, Sheffield 

Bryan, Lewis, Upton Cheney, Gloucester, Beer Retailer. Jan 6 at 2, at 
otfices of Thomas and May, Gresham chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Chapman, Geo Chattirton, Newstead Grauge, Notts, Farmer. Jan 13 at 
3, at Brittania chambers, Pelham st, Nottingham. Wells and Hind 

Chapman. Jesse, Kidderminster, Worcester, Builder, Jan 13 at3,at 
offices of Corbet, Baxter chambers. Charch st, Kidderminster 

Child, John G-o Thos, Geoffrey Hornby, and Wm Bew, Lombard st, 
Afvican Merchants. Jan 14 at 3, at the Clareace Hotel, Spring gdas. 
Manch. Hilbery, Crutched friars 

Clarke, Geo, Potton, Bedford, Bootmaker. Jin 7 at 11, at office of 
Hooper and Raynes, Potton 

Coates, Richd Wiilis, |.eeds, Woollen Merchant. 
of Fawcett and Malcolm, Park row, Leeds : 

Collings, Thos, Kingston-on-Thames, Assistant to a Retailer of Beer, 
Jan 8 at 2, at 12, Hatton gdn. Marshall 

Coopor, Chas, Brunswick p!, Charles sq, Hoxton, Box Maker. Jan 13 
at 3, at offices of West and King, Cannon st 

Crosby, Thos, Coleby, Lincoln, Carpenter. 
Toynbee and Larken, Bank st, Lincoln 

Daggett, Chris, Woodstock, Oxford, Glove Manufacturer, Jan 8 at 12 
at office of Wild and Co, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside 

Dewhurst, Thos, Walsall, S afford, Draper, Jan 8 at 3, at offices of 
Glover. Park st, Walsvill 

Dobbina, Fredk, Markham st, Chelsea, Blacksmith. 
office of Wade, Clifford’sinn, Fleet st i 

Ellery, Albert, Weymouth, Dorset, Baker. Jan 7 at 12, at the Auction 
Mart, Market st, Melcombe Regis. Howard, Clarence bidgs, Melcombe 
Regis 

Elliott, Chas Alfd, Blackfriars rd, Patent Fuel Manufacturer. Jan 6 
at |, at offices of Hillyer and Co, Fenchurch st 

Gillaird, Francis, Billiter sq, Jeweller, Jan 14 at 3, at offices of 
Young and Sons, Mark lane 

Gorrell, Wm Hy, Bolton, Lancashire, Drysalter. 
of Duttou, Acresfield, Bolton 

Hardy, Jas Rowing, Norwich, Grocer. 
Bank plain, Norwich 

Harper, David, Fetter Jane, Fleet st, Printer. Jan 9 at 12, at Peele’s 
Cottee House, Fleet st. brien, Tavistock crescent, Westbourae pk 

Herbert, Jas, Kempston, Bedford, Brickmaker. Jan 8 at 12, at office of 
Conquest, Duke st, Bedfurd 

Hutchison, Geo, Manch, Oil Merchant. 
and Elliott, Brown st, Manch 

Jackson, Wm, Gt George st, Westminster, Contractor. Jan 16 at 2, at 
offices of Hart, Bros, Moorgate street. Sydney, Finsbury circus 

Johnson, Jas, Willenhall, Stafford, Grocer. Jan 8 at 5, at offices of 
Stratton, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Josling, Geo Fredk, Esher, Surrey, Farmer. 
Preston, Mark lane 

Lee, Jas, Sheffield, Wood Turner. Jan 7 at 2, at offices of Taylor, 
Norfolk row, Sheffield 


Jan 6 at ll, 


Jan 17 at3, at offices 


Jan 4 at ll, at offices of 


Jan 4 at 1,at 


Jan 9 at 3, at office 


Jan 8 at 12, at offices of Coaks, 


Jan 23 at 3, at offices of Sutton 


Jan 20 at 12, at office of 
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Livingstone, John, Narberth, Pembroke, Coach Builder. Jan 6 at 2, 
at office of Lasce!les, Narberth fe 
Llewellyn, David, Carmarthen, Painter. 
Griffiths, Spilman st, Carmarvhen 
Longfield, Chas, Birm, Builder. Jan 6 at 10, at offices of Eaden, Ben- 
nett’s hil!, Birm 
Mathison, John, Be rwick-upon-Tweed, out of business. Jan 13 at 3, at 
office of Dunlop, Quay walls, Berwick-upon-Tweed 
Mayor, Joseph, jun., Werksop, Nottingham, Butcher. 
offices of Hodding & Beevor, Potter st, Worksop 
Nettel, Jas, Leek, Statford, Grocer. Jan 17 at 12, at offices of Redfern 
and Son, Daisy Bank, Leek 
Richardson. Tnos Wm, Dover, Kent, Builder. Jan 8 at 4, at the Victoria 
Hotel, Russell st, Dover. Minter, Dover 
Russell, Chas Joseph, Park rd, Bow, Stay Manufacturer. 
at office of Dobson, Southampton bldgs 
Sharman, Hy, E'lesmere, Salop, Builder, 
North John st, Lpeol 
Sharples. Geo Wm, Blackponi, Lancashire, Chemist. Jan 9 at 11.30, 
at offices of Charoley and Co Church st. Biackpool 
Snell, Robt, Ross, Herts, Corn Factor. Jan 16 at 12, at office of Rootes 
and Wintle, Market p!, Ross. Minett and Son, Ross 
Squire, Loveil, jan, Faimouth, Cornwail, Corn Merchant. 
30, at offices of Tilly and Co, Church st, Falmouth 
Stoker, Wm, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Boot Maiufacturer. 
11, at offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Stone, Benjamin, Milton rd, Dulwich rd, Herne Hill, Builder. 
at 10, at offices of Cooke, Devereux et, Temple 
Taylor, Rowland, Herne Bay, Kent, Draper. Jan 14 at 2, at 33, Gutter 
lane. Mason, Gre-ham st 
Tettenborn, Baron Ernest de Gleichen, otherwise Ernest De Laney’ 
Lowestoft, Suffolk ont of business, Jan 18 at 10.30, at the Suffolk 
Hotel, Lowestoft Digby and Son, Malden 
Timmins, John, Stockport, Cheshire, Boot, Manufacturer. 
2.30, at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gdns, Mauch, 
Macclesfield 
Tucker, Thos, Lombard st, Lamp Manufacturer. Jan 16 at 3, at the 
Mason’s Hail Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Basinghallst. Sadler, Moor- 
gate st 
Turner, John, sen, Jas Turner, Andrew Turner, John Turner, jun, and 
Miles Turner, Ashton under Lyne, Lancashire, Hat Manutacturers, 
Jan 9 at 1], at the Pitt and Nelson Hotel, Old st, Ashtou under Lyne. 
Clayton, Ashton under Lyne 
Westmore, Thos, Snook’s Furm, Boldre, Hants, Farmer. 
at the George Hotel, Yarmouch. Blake, Newport 
Wheeler, Hy, Portsmouth, Hants, Hardwareman. Jan 18 at 3, at 145, 
Cheapside. King, Portsea 
Whitebead, John. Buckley Mill, nr Rochdale, Lancashire Woollen Manu- 
facturer. Jan 8 at the Wellington Hotel, Drake st, Rochdale (ia 
leu of the place originally named) 

Whitworth, Wm, Halifax, York, Woollen Manufacturer. Jan 9 at 11.30 
at the Wheatsheaf Hotel, Fennel st, Manch. Standring. Rochdale 
Willet, John Thos, Portsea, Hants, Printer. Jan 10 at 3, at offices of 

Howell, Cheapside 


Jan 7 at 12.30, at offices of 


Jan 16 at 3, at 


Jan 6 at 10, 
Jan 7 at I, at office of Gee, 


Jan7 at 2 
Jan 11 at 
Jan 13 


Jan 16 at 
Parrott and Co, 


Jan 13 at 3, 


TvEspay, Doc, 31, 1872. 
Allen, Kirk, Brampton, Huntingdon, Nurseryman. Jan 16 at 11, at 
the George Hotei, Huntingdon’ Margetts, Huntingdon 

Barnett, Thos John, Lower Belgrave st, Eatcn sq, Builder. Jan l4 at 
3, at 90, Back ngham Palace rd. Merriman and Powell. Queen st 

Baselow, Hans Heinrich Jacob, Richd Wm Gensz, and Albert Goulter, 
Cardift, Glamorgan, Ship Chandlers. Jan 14 at 1, at offices of Bar- 
nard and Co, Crockhercown, Cardiff. Griffl-h, Cardiff 

Heil, Wm, South Bank, York, Grocer. Jan 15 at 11, at offices of Braith- 
waite and Co, Albert rd, Middiesbrough. Bainbridge, Middlesbrough 

Bishop, Edward Wallace. Brittannia st, City rd, Piano Forte Manufac- 
turer. Jan 6 at 2, at oftices of Beesley and Co, Finsbury pavement. 
Daniel. Chancery lane 

Colson, Jas Hy Passingcomb, Lyndhurst grove, Camberwell, Surveyor. 
Jan 15 at 2, at cfilces of Russell and Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Coyle, Hy, Devonport rd, Shepherd’s bush, Carpenter. Jan 10 at 2, 
at offices of Maniere, Gray’s inn sq 

Crome, Robt. Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Fisherman. Jan 14 at 12, at 
at offices of Blake, Hall Quay-chambzrs, Great Yarmouth. Palmer 
Great Yarmouth. 

Edwards Joseph, Wm Edwards, and Geo Hy Edwards, Elland, Halifax, 
York, Stone Masons. Jan 9 at 12, st offices of Lougbottom, Water- 
house st, Ha'ifax 

Hincks, John Fredk, New Bridge st, Blackfriars, Wine Merchant. Jan 
20 at 2, atoffices cf Courtenay and Croome, Gracechurch st 

Holloway, Stephen, Bath, Tobacconist. Jan 8 at 2, at offices of Pocock 
and Sons, Union st, Bath. Shrapnell, Bradford 

Howe, Wm Hy, Walworth rd, Beer Retailer. Jan 9 at 2, at offices of 
Maniere, Gray’s inn sq 

Hughes, Alfd, Kamsgate, Kent, Grocer. Jan 11 at 13, at office of Towne, 
Grosvenor pl, Margate 

Johnstone, Hy, Mount Emerald, Kempsey, Worcester, Gent. Jan 9 at 
11, at office of Rea, Foregate st, Worcester 

Know'es, Benj Thos, Jamaica rd, Bermondsey, Comm Agent. 
at 3, at office of Hicklin and Washington, Trinity sq 

Maggott, Selina, Olney, Bucks, Grocer. Jan 16 at 3, at the Bull Inn, 
Olney. Bull, Newport Pagnell 

Martinson, Lucy, Kirt'ey, Suffolk, Lodging House Keeper. Jan 9 at 11, 
at office of Seago, High st, Lowestoft 

Miles, Archibald John, Carter lane, Doctors’ commons, Attorney. Jan 

16 at 2, at 29, Carter lane. Rashleigh, Gracechurch st 

Newport, Wm Hy, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Baker. Jan 10 at }, 
at offices of Baker and Co, sydenham ter, Weston-suner-Mare 

Rawlinson, Wm, Fenchurch st, Wine Merchant. Jan 17 at 3, at offices 
of Stocken and Jupp, Leadenhall st 

Riches, Azariah, Chapter st, Westminster, Grocer. Jan 13 at 3, at office 
of Izard and Betts, Eastcheap. Aird, Eastcheap 

Schmieden, Anton, Stockton mews, Kensal green, Cab Driver. Jan 8 at 
12, at 12, Hatton gdn. Marshall 

Schofield, Edwd Wm, Richmond rd, West Brompton, Dairyman. 
15 at 12, at office of Copp, Essex st, Strand 

Smith, Joseph Manning, Bishop’s ct, Chancery lane, Coffee-house 
Keeper. Jan 6 at 11, at office of Lind, New inn, Strand 


Jan 10 


Jan 





—_—— 


Taylor, Joseph Crabb, Goswell rd, Islington. Corn Dealer, 
11, at the Guildhall Coffee-house, Gresham st. 
fields 

Thomas, Jas, and Martin Thomas, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Painters, Jan 
10 at 11, at office of Johnson, Hall st, Llanelly 

Warne, Chas, Harrow, Middx, Builder. Jan 16 at 2, at 33, Gutter lane, 
Mason, Gresham st 

Warren, Fred, East Dereham, Norfolk, Corn Merchant. Jan 13 at 2 
at offices of Emerson and Sparrow, Rampant Horse ct, Norwich Z 

White, John, Gt St Helen’s, Shipowner. Jan 13 at 8, at office of Stocken 
and Jupp, Leadenhall st 


D Jan U4 at 
Sers, Lincoln’s ing 





es 





KDE & SON, 


Bot MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


10 HER MAJESTY THE LORD ICHANCELLOR, THE JUDGES, CLERGY, ETC, 


ROBE 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
THE NEW BANKRUPTCY COURT 
Is only a few minutes’ walk from 
C422 * 2 6 5, STRAND— 
Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d., or with Soup 
er Fish, 2s. and 2s. 6d. “if I desire a substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and 
good, I know only of one house, and that is in the Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied 
with half a bottle fur a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June Is, 1864, 
page 440, 

The new Hall lately added is ene of the handsomest dining-rooms in 

Lopdon. Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d. 


GOWNS, 





N ESSRS. CADLE & TATHAM’S LAND and 
i ESTATE REGISTER of town and country residences, shooting 
and fishing quarters, can be obtained on the tst of each month on ape 
plication at the West Midland and South Wales Land Improvement and 
Agency Offices, 52, Chancery-lane, London, E.C.,; and Clarence-street, 
Gloucester. 


XECUTORS and TRUSTEES, haying SILVER, 
PLATE, WATCHES, Jewellery, China, Glass, Paintings, 
Bronzes, Books, Wearing Apparel, Merchandise, ‘I'rade Stocks, &c., &e, 
to DISPOSE OF, will find the ‘* West-end Auction Mart” the best 
medium for realising, it being centrally situated, and replete with every 
convenience for the better display of property. Advances prior to sales 





| Valuations made for all purposes,—W. HickinsoTHam & Sons, Pree 
| prietors, 8 aud 9, Upper St. Martin’s-lane, W.C. 





TO END of WORRY SAVED by the Use of 
STONE’S PATENT BOOK BOXES, for the safe and orderly 
keeping of all papers and documents, printed or manuscript. Prices 
from 2s. 6d. to 73. 6d. Sold by all Bookseliers and Stationers every- 
where. If not in stock can be ordered as readily as a book, —Hener 
Stonr, Manufacturer, Banbury. 


OSCOW POLYTECHNIC EXHIBITION 
P 1872, LYONS EXHIBITION, 1872. (GOLD MEDALS.) 
First Prizes awarded to LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT 
for best quality. 
Cavtion.—None genuine without Baron Liebig’s, the Inventor's, 
signature. Ask for Liebig Company’s Extract. 


CIGARS. 
HALFORD & ARKELL, 
DEALERS IN CIGARS, 








AND 
IMPORTERS OF MEERSCHAUM PIPES AND THE CELEBRATED 
G, B. D. BRIARS. 
161, STRAND (adjoining King’s College). 


—— 


CHOOL BOARD FOR LONDON.—The Papers 
1) issued by the Board can be had By ogper of 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS TO THE LONDON SCHOOL puARD 
Symonds-inn, Chancery-lane. 





OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—Great Programme for 
Christmas. 1. The History of a PLUM PUDDING, with strik- 
ing experiments by Professor Gardner. 2. A Christmas Tale; Of 
HOW JANE CONQUEST RANG THE BELL; an Illustrated Poem, 
with remarkabie effects. 3. The ‘ZOO’ AT THE ‘ POLY,’ an anec“otal 
discourse about the Zoological Gardens, by Mr. J. L. King, with Photo- 
graphs by Mr. York. 4. The THREE ROSES; or, the Invisible Prince 
in a new light; a fairy tale, musically narrated by Mr. George Buck- 
land, assisted by Miss Alice Barth, Miss Pulham and Miss Lilie 
Bartlett. 5. The WHITE LADY OF AVENEL, the new and beautiful 
Ghost Illusion. 6. New CHARACTER ENTERTAINMENT, by Me. 
Percy Vere. 7. The wonderiul SWIMMING FEATS of Marquis 
Bibbero in the Great Tank. 8. The MAGIC TUB, full of Toys, to be 
distributed on specified occasions, to good Children, Many other 
Entertainments. Open daily, at 12 and7, Admission, 1s. 





